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CURRENT TOPICS. 


We rrintin another column an able and interesting 
letter on the report of the Land Transfer Committee, 
written in view of the anticipated discussion on this 
subject at the approaching provincial meeting of the 
Incorporated Law Society. We have already dealt with 
the report in detail (ante, pp. 694, 717), and need not 
go over the ground again. We do not go quite 
so far as our correspondent in pronouncing all the 
recommendations of the report, except those relating to 
the registration of title, to be worthy of the support of 
the profession, but we should like to see most of them 
adopted in a tentative way; and we cannot help hoping 
that some clear and strong expression of opinion 
will be given at Cambridge with reference to the 
expediency of applying the system, or some modification 
of the system, suggested by the committee in the 
first instance to the Middlesex Registry. It will 
be remembered that the suggestion in the draft report to 
teoommend ‘‘ the entire re-organization of the present 

Yorkshire, and Dublin Registries, by making 
such arrangements as to the division of each registry into 
tub-tegistries as may be found convenient for the purpose 
ot registration or search, and by providing each registry 
sr sub-registry with an index constructed on the prin- 
ciples mentioned in the foregoing report,” was rejected by 
the committee. In rejecting this proposal, the committee 
sem to us to have destroyed the chance of putting their 
Proposals to the test of practice, and to have lost the 

of suggesting a comparatively small and 
Prcticable reform which would have entitled them 
% the gratitude of all metropolitan practitioners. 
Tegard tothe conveyancing changes recommended 

by the committee, with the exception of the compulsory 
we of short statutory forms, and of the ordnance map— 
of which would be better left to the operation of 

We may call natural causes—the suggestions would, 

» be reforms of considerable value, but some of 

is needless to say, necessarily involve the sub- 

of the ad valorem scale for the present con- 

charges. 





ImBEDDED in THE Civil Procedure Acts Repeal Act, 
1879, which passed through both Houses of Parliament 
entirely sub silentio, we find selected for partial repeal 
the Act 6 Edw. c. 1, the well-known Statute of Gloucegs 
ter, which first gave a plaintiff a right to his costs. This 
venerable enactment is wholly repealed as to the Supreme 
Court of Judicature, but the words which give the _ 
to costs are saved from repeal as to other courts. The 
express repeal of the Statute of Gloucester as to the 
Supreme Court merely affirms what may be called a 
corollary from the law as laid down by the House of 
Lords in Garnett v. Bradley (25 W. R. 653), that order 
55 of the Rules of the Supreme Court, which provides 
that costs shall be in the discretion of the court, &., 
impliedly repealed the earlier statutes as to costs. 
But costs’ in a county court being effectually provided 
for by section 88 of the County Courts Act, 1846, we 
should have certainly expected that the repeal would 
have extended to those courts also. It is a little 
anomalous that so important a provision as the right to 
costs should depend on a rule which is subject to altera- 
tion by the judges. Order 55 ought to have formed 
part of the Judicature Act, 1875, and not of the 
schedule. The new repealing Act also repeals the 
other Acts giving costs as a matter of right, such as 
23 Hen. 8, c. 15, ‘* An Acte that the defendant shall 
recover costs ageinste the pleyntif if the pleyntif be non- 
suited, or if the v’dicte passe ageinste him’”’ ; the Act 4 
Jac. 1,¢. 3, in pari materia, and also 21 Jac. 1, c. 16, 
s. 6, depriving a plaintiff in slander of costs—the statute 
which gave rise to Garnett v. Bradley. 





ComParinc THE “TERMs’’ imposed by Sir Garnet Wolse- 
ley on the Zulu chiefs on the 1st inst. with those obtained 
from the Gaika chiefs by General Cathcart at the close of 
the Kaffir War in 1853, we do not find in the former any 
provision, such as appears in the latter, that the chief 
should be responsible for the good conduct of his people 
as regards the neighbouring peoples. The circumstances 
of the two cases are, no doubt, different, but the provi- 
sion appears to afford a useful mode of fixing responsi- 
bility. And although neither roads nor travellers will 
probably be numerous in Zululand for some time, it 
might not have been undesirable to make some pro- 
vision such as was inserted in the conditions made with 
the Gaika chiefs—that the chief should be responsible 
for the security of the roads and the property of travel- 
lers frequenting them. We may add with regard to 
the rather sentimental regret expressed in some quarters 
at the confinement of Cetewayo, that, even according 
to the most recent rules of warfare among civilized 
nations, such a course is justifiable, for art. 24 of the 
Brussels Conference recognizes the right to place prison- 
ers of war in confinement if absolutely necessary as a 
measure of security. 





Tue uxcistaTion of the last session has reduced 
the number of compulsory public functions to whieh 
the Englishman is liable. Under the Property Tax 
Act of 1842, the ‘commissioners for general pur- 
poses” are empowered to appoint collectors for 
the tax ‘‘in like manner as collectors may be ap- 
pointed under the Acts relating to the duties of 
assessed taxes.” Qne of these Acts (43 Geo. 3,. ¢. 99, 
8. 9) provides that the names of two or more 
shall by “ assessors of taxes’ be returned to the “com> 
missioners for the affairs of taxes,” to be by them 
appointed “collectors”; and section 16 provides that 
collectors refusing to take office may be fined £20 By 
section 32, justices were to appoint collectors im ease of 
failure of the ordinary appointments, and the fine for 
refusal when so appointed was increased to S50, 
As to these penalties, the Customs aud Inland 
Revenue Act of last session (section 23, sub-section 3) 
enacts that “it shall not be compulsory on any 


48 








—_— 


900 HE SOLICIT ORS’ JOURNAL. Sept. 27, 1879, 








person to accept the office of collector” of land 
tax, inhabited house duties, and income tax; “and 
no person shall be liable ‘to any penalty imposed 
by law for neglecting or refusing to take upon himself 
the said office,’ provided that he signify his refusal to 
the Inland Revenue within fourteen days after the noti- 
fication to him of his appointment “personally or by 
registered letter.” 





A SOMEWHAT EMBARRASSING LEGAL QUESTION has arisen 
at Washington. A surgeon, who had amputated both 
the legs of a patient, claimed them ‘“‘ as his perquisites,” 
placed them in spirits, and exhibited them in the local 
museum, in a jar labelled with the name of the original 
owner. The latter, objecting to this publicity, brought 
an action for the recovery of the legs. No decision 
appears to have been yet arrived at, but the authorities 
of the museum are naturally somewhat anxious as to 
the result of the case, inasmuch as, if the plaintiff suc- 
ceeds, various other limbless individuals are likely to 
follow his example, and so the museum may, in course 
of time, be robbed of much of its scientific value and 
personal interest. We hesitate to give an opinion on a 
point of so much difficulty, but we may suggest that the 
museum authorities should take their stand upon the 
principle that the legs, when severed, became dead ; and 
that at common law there is no property in a dead 
human body (3 Co. Inst. 203). 





PERSONS INTERESTED in the question of adulteration— 
i.¢., the public in general—may peruse with profit the 
account of the proceedings of public analysts given in 
the eighth annual report of the Local Government 
Board. It is satisfactory to observe the statement that 
“while the growing demand for excessive cheapness has 
a tendency to produce spurious imitations, yet, speaking 
generally, adulteration is diminishing; its character, 
where it exists, is much less noxious than formerly ; and 
by the help of the Act, it is possible for persons who 
take reasonable precautions to obtain only genuine arti- 
cles of consumption.” From the details, which are very 
fully given in a tabular form, we learn that the decrease 
of percentage of adulteration upon articles examined is 
two per cent.; 16,191 articles having been examined in 
1878, of which 2,782 were found to be adulterated. 
This is no doubt a great improvement upon the state of 
things in 1854-6, when considerably more than half the 
samples analysed were reported agairst. As might be ex- 
pected, the dicta attributed to one of the judges in Sandys 
vy. Small (L. R. 3 Q. B.D.449), to the effect that an official 
purchaser was not ‘‘ prejudiced,” caused the submission 
of samples to analysis to fall off, and legal proceedings 
to be very much suspended. But now that the conflict 
between the English and Scotch authorities in the matter 
has been set at rest by the Act of last session, there is 
no doubt that the law will be again actively set in 
motion. The number of public analysts is steadily in- 
creasing. They now amount, it appears, to more than 
two hundred, and in the metropolis alone there are as 
many as thirty-nine. The appointment is optional 
with the local authorities, but the central board has 
power to enforce it, and we learn that they are “still in 
communication with those authorities who have not yet 
availed themselves of the advantages to be derived from 
the appointment of a public analyst.” With regard to 
the adulteration of special articles, we learn that the 
sophistication of cheap wines is not so common as is 
popularly supposed, that bread and flour are compara- 
tively little tampered with, and that “ the use of noxious 
ingredients in beer seems to be entirely obsolete.” A 
significant remark, is, however, made for the considera- 
tion of justices :—*‘ It is to be feared that where, as in 
the case in.some districte, the magistrates only inflict 
small fines, a good many milk-sellers find it profitable to 
pay the fines and continue adulterating.” 





————__ 
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THE NEW PUBLIC PROSECUTOR. 


TueE object of the ‘‘ Act for more effectually pro 

for the Prosecution of Offences in England, and for other 
purposes” (cap. 22 of last session), which will om 
into operation on the Ist of January next, is 4 
constitute a public prosecutor. It empowers “a Seor, 
tary of State” (it is nowhere said which secretary) {) 
appoint an officer, originally proposed to be called thy: 
Solicitor-fer Public Prosecutions, but subsequently d, 
signated the Director of Public Prosecutions, Thy 
officer is to be a barrister or solicitor of not less tha 
ten years’ standing. His functions will be to instituy 
or carry on criminal proceedings, and to give advice an} 
assistance to the police authorities, magistrates’ clerks, 
and other persons concerned in any criminal p 
respecting the conduct of that proceeding, subject t 
regulations to be made by the Attorney-General, with 
the approval of the Lord Chancellor and a Secretary qf 
State, and also subject to the direction of the Attomey. 
General in any special case. The class of cases in whic 
the director is to take action is indicated in section }y 
being cases of importance or difficulty —for instance, » 
the Lord Chancellor has said, in great commercial fraud, 
where the expense of prosecution is great—or in whid 
there are special circumstances, or a person has refused 
failed to proceed with a prosecution. The director may 
be provided with assistants, not exceeding six, who ar 
to be barristers or solicitors of at least seven yean 
standing, and are also to be appointed by a Secretary of 
State; and with clerks, messengers, and servants, toh 
appointed by the Attorney-General, with the approval ¢ 
a Secretary of State. It would appear from section? 
that each of the assistants is to be appointed to act ins 
particular district. Both the director and his assistant 
are debarred from private practice. 

The natural inference from these provisions would 
that the Director of Public Prosecutions was a magnifiei 
Solicitor to the Treasury. But it was explained, whileth 
measure was passing through Parliament, that no inta- 
ference was intended with the duties of the Solicitor 
the Treasury. The new official would have the supe 
vision of all prosecutions; he would have the right 
institute prosecutions and to intervene wherever 
thought it necessary ; but he would not act as a soliciter 
in getting up cases. The subsequent provisions of te 
Act are intended to arm him with the powers requi 
for exercising his duty of supervision. Section 5 pm 
vides that, upon notice by the director that he has inst 
tuted or undertaken any criminal proceeding, all recog 
nizances, depositions, &c., connected with such proceed 
ing are to be transmitted to him, and he is to delive 
them to the officer of the court in which the trial is 
be had, and to give copies to the accused oun applic 
tion. 

The next provision of this section is, however, ti 
most important. Wherever any prosecution bef 
magistrates is withdrawn or not proceeded with with 
a reasonable time, ‘‘ it shall be the duty of every clef 
to a justice or to a police-court” to transmit copies 
the information and of all depositions and other doce 
ments relating to the case to the director; and a magi 
trate’s clerk failing to comply with this provision is # 
jected to the same penalty to which a justice or coro 
is liable for failing to comply with the requirement! 
deliver to the proper officer of the court the recogt 
zances, depositions, &c, The object of this provision 
of course, to insure that no prosecution, once ins 
shall be abandoned without the consent of the direct 
But there seems to bea good deal of indefiniteness 
the expressions used. ‘The prosecution, we presumé,* 
‘* instituted” before the magistrate when the inform 
tion has been laid before him. Is the prosecution tob 
considered as “ withdrawn” when no one appest 
prosecute at the hearing; so as to render it the duty® 
the clerk to send up the written information (if amy) 
once? What isa ‘reasonable time” within which ® 
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with the prosecution? Where a summons is 

jsued on a verbal information, and no one appears to 
prosecute, is a copy of the summons to be transmitted ? 
These matters may, perhaps, be provided for by the 
“ yegulations ” for carrying the Act into effect. 

Provision is made by section 7 for exempting the 
director and any other person from being bound over to 
rosecute in cases where criminal proceedings are under- 
taken by the director, and for enabling persons interested 
in such prosecutions to obtain restitution of their pro- 
perty provided they give “‘all reasonable information 
and assistance to the director in relation to the prosecu- 
tion.” 7 

Nothing in the Act is to “interfere with the right of 
any person to institute, undertake, or carry on any crimi- 
pal proceeding” (section 7); and any person having 
the right to institute and carry on such proceedings, 
“may, if he have good cause for so doing, show by 
afidavit”’ to a judge of the High Court that the director 
has “ abandoned such proceedings or neglected duly to 
carry on the same”; and the judge, after hearing the 
director, may give directions as to the mode in which 
such proceedings shall be continued by the person apply- 
ing or the director. 





NOTES ON THE NEW REGISTRATION ACT. 
Ii, 


Sxction 24 extends the existing law with regard to 
statutory declarations in cases of misdescription of places 
of abode in the second column. Formerly in counties a 
person on the list whose place of abode was incorrectly 
described might make a declaration before a justice of 
the peace or commissioner, &c., stating his true place of 
abode, and transmit it before the 14th of September to 
the clerk of the peace, who delivered it to the revising 
berrister with the lists. A similar provision is now made 
with regard to voters in boroughs, but it goes farther 
than the provision as to voters in counties, inasmuch as 
the declaration may be made in the case of any person 
whose name or place of abode, or the nature of whose 
qualification, or the name or situation of whose qualify- 
ing property is not correctly stated in such list, or in 
respect of whom there is any other error or omission in 
the list. The declaration is to be sent to the town clerk 
before the 12th of September, and, if so sent, is to be 
received by the revising barrister as evidence of the facts 
declared to without proof of the signature of the de- 
clarant, or of the justice, commissioner, &c., unless he has 
good reason to doubt the genuineness of the signature. 
These declarations areto be open to public inspection, and, 
by the 25th section, making such a declaration, or any 
declaration either as a lodger, claimant, or witness, to a 
lodger claim, falsely or fraudulently, is made a mis- 
demeanour punishable by fine or imprisonment for a 
term not exceeding one year. 

By the 26th section the notice of objection required 
to be given by the 17th and 20th sections of the 
Parliamentary Registration Act, 1843, to persons ob- 
jected to in boroughs is to state the ground or grounds 
of objection specifically ; and sections 7 and 8 of the 
County Voters’ Registration Act, 1865, are to extend to 
wich objections. It would appear that this section will 
extend to the objections to lodger claimants under section 
2, The 7th section of the County Voters’ Registration 
Act provides that the person objected to shall only be 
Tequired to prove his claim so far as it is called in ques- 
tion by the ground of ‘objection, and section 8 makes 
ery ground of objection a separate objection for the 
Purpose of costs, It may be observed that there is no 
a" snalogous to that contained in the 6th section 

the County Voters’ Registration Act, by which a 
Ground of objection is sufficiently specific if it name the 

n of the list on which the objection is grounded. 
“on of notice of objection is given in the schedule 
1), and it appears from this that something beyond 





a mere reference to the column is requisite. It is not 
improbable that many questions may arise before the 
revising barristers with regard to the construction of 
notices under this section. 

Section 27 contains provisions for the purposes of 


‘ borough revision asto the withdrawal and reviver of notices 


of objection and as to costs. The Ist sub-section pro- 
vides that an objection may be withdrawn by a notice to 
that effect, signed by the objector, and given to the person 
objected to, and to the town clerk, not less than seven 
days before the day appointed for the holding of the first 
court for the revision of the list. The provisions of the 
101st section of the Parliamentary Registration Act, 
1843, as to service of notice by post, are (by section 40 
of the present Act) applied to this notice. This pro- 
vision was necessitated by the fact that it had been held 
that, inasmuch as there was no provision in the old Acts 
for withdrawal of a notice, the revising barrister could 
not give effect to any withdrawal of the objection or 
agreement to withdraw it if the objector appeared and 
insisted on it: Proudfoot v. Barnes (15 W. R. 222). 
The 2nd and 3rd sub-sections provide for the revival of 
the objeetion, by any one qualified to have objected 
originally, in the case of the death of the objector. 
Formerly, if the objector died, all his objections fell to 
the ground, as only he or some one on his behalf could 
appear to prove the notices. The revival may be by notice 
signed by the person reviving the notice, and given to 
the person objected to, and the town clerk, at or before 
the revision of the entry to which the objection relates. 
The person reviving the objection is to be in the same 
position as the original objector. The 3rd sub-section 
alters the law as to costs on an objection being disallowed. 
Formerly, the revising barrister could only give costs if, 
in his opinion, the objection or claim was frivolous or 
vexatious. Now, in the case of objections, the barrister 
is to give costs not exceeding 40s., unless he is of opinion 
that the objection was reasonably made, either because 
of a defect or error in the entry to which the objection 
relates, or because of a difficulty in verifying or identi- 
fying the particulars comprised in such entry, or unless 
the objection is duly withdrawn, or unless for some 
special reason he otherwise determines. This provision 
pretty well leaves the question of costs in the discretion 
of the revising barrister. The section, however, is framed 
so as prima facie to entitle the party objected to to his 
costs if successful. The difficulty that often arises before 
the revising barrister is that, though the objection is one 
that ought not to have been made, the party objected to 
has really sustained no pecuniary cost in consequence of 
it. He has had a little trouble, perhaps, but is he to be 
remunerated for that? We suppose that revising barristers 
not unfrequently, with a view to checking frivolous 
objections, give costs even where the party objected to 
has not sustained any definite pecuniary expense. 

We may add a few words on the alterations relating 
to lodgers. Section 6 provides for certain difficulties 
that arose under the Representation of the People Act 
with regard to lodgers. That Act required the lodgings 
occupied for the qualifying year to be the same lodgings, 
and consequently if any addition were made to the lodg- 
ings—e.g., if a man retained two sets of lod, t was 
supposed to be doubtful whether the lodgings continued 
to be the same. It is now provided that the addition of 
any other room or place shall not interfere with the 
identity of the lodgings, 

Again, where a man changed his lodgings for a 
different set in the same house during the year, he lost 
his qualification. It is, therefore, provided that the 
occupation in immediate succession of different lodgings 
in the same house shall be sufficient. 

It is also provided that where lodgings are jointly 
oceupied, but the value is sufficient to give the requisite 
amount for each lodger, the joint occupation shall 
qualify, “ provided that not more than two persons being 
such joint | shall be entitled to be registered in 
reapect of such lodgings.” This proviso is analogous to 
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that contained in the 27th section of the Representation 
of the People Act relating to the occupation franchise in | 
counties. With the exception of the proviso, the pro- | 
visions of the section seem just and reasonable; but it 
was pointed out over and over again, with reference to ‘ 
the occupation franchise in counties, that a difficulty 
might arise where three occupied jointly, and that it 
would be a question whether any, and, if so, which two, 
were to be qualified, and, notwithstanding this, the same | 
language is employed in the present section. Possibly, 
the knot will be cut by the revising barrister’s refusing 
in such a case to decide which two shall be qualified, and 
disallowing all the claims. 

Section 22 makes a considerable change with respect 
to the lodger franchise. Onder the Representation of 
the People Act, the lodger had to make a fresh 
claim every year, and was in the same position as any 
other claimant—that is to say, he was bound to prove 
his qualification every year. This involved trouble and 
loss of time. It was suggested that the statements 
contained in his claim, which had to be attested by a 
witness who certified his belief in their accuracy, might 
be accepted as prima facie evidence of his qualification, 
and this view was, we believe, accepted by many re- 
vising barristers. But even so, this difficulty arose: he 
was, with regard to objections, placed in the same 
position as a claimant, and any voter might object to 
him at the revision, upon notice given to the revising 
barrister then and there. Of this objection he might 
have no notice, and consequently might not attend to 
support his claim and rebut any evidence against his | 
qualification which the objector might adduce. ‘By 
the 22nd section, where a person is already on the 
register in respect of lodgings, and desires to be entered 
on the next register in respect of the same lodgings, he 
may claim to be so entered on or before the 25th July. 
A list is to be made by the overseers of such claimants, 
and such list is to be treated in the same manner as the 
list of occupiers of houses, &c., under the 13th section 
of the Reform Act. Consequently, unless objected to, 
such lodger will not be obliged to prove his claim. The 
23rd section expressly provides that the declaration 
annexed to the notice of claim shall be taken as prima 
Jacie evidence of the qualification. 








Leqislatian of the Bear. 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES. 


Car. 9.—An Act TO DECLARE THE TRUE MEANING OF 
Szorion 30 or THE Frienpty Societies Act, 1875. 


This little Act may have puzzled some of our readers. 
Its meaning and object may be ascertained by reference 
to the case of In re The United Patriots National Benefit 
Society and Alfred Holt (27 W. R. 339). Section 30 of the 
Friendly Societies Act, 1875, provides that “ the pro- 
visions of the present section apply only to friendly 
societies and, except as after mentioned, industrial 
assurance companies receiving contributions by means of 
collectors at a greater distance than ten miles from the 
registered office of the society.” In the case above 
mentioned the question was raised whether the words 
“‘yeceiving contributions,” &c., referred to both ante- 
cedents or only to industrial assurance companies. The 
Queen’s Bench Division (Mellor and Manisty, JJ.) held 
that they referred only to industrial assurance companies. 
Manisty, J., in the course of his judgment asked, 
How would any one have framed the section if he had 
intended it to apply to friendly societies receiving contri- 
butions by collectors? and answered the question by 
saying that ‘‘the words ‘receiving contributions,’ &c., 
would have immediately followed friendly societies, and 
the sentence would have concluded ‘ receiving contribu- 
tions in like manner.’” The draftsman of the new Act, 





passed to carry out this object, has not adopted the 


suggestion of the learned judge, but has provided that 
section 30 “applies only to such friendly societies 
whether registered or unregistered, and industrial 
assurance companies as receive contributions by means of 
collectors at a greater distance than ten miles from thg 
registered office or principal place of business of the 
society or company.” On the whole we prefer the 
draftsman’s sentence to the judge’s. 


SUBURBAN RACECOURSES. 


Car. 18.—An Act ror THE Licenstne or Metrorozrmy 
SuBurBan Racecourses, 


This Act recites that ‘‘ the frequency of horse-races jn 
the immediate vicinity of the metropolis is productive of 
much mischief” and causes annoyance to residents ; and 
then proceeds to enact that no horse-race shall be held, 
“on any pretext whatsoever,” within a ten mile radiys 
from Charing-cross, unless in a place licensed for that 
purpose by justices of the peace at Michaelmas Quarter 
Sessions, The granting of the licence is in the absolute 
discretion of the court, and tle application is to be made 
in the same manner as for the “‘music and di 
licence” under 25 Geo. 2, c. 36. Turning to that Act 
we find little more than that the licence is to be granted 
by four or more justices in open court, and afterwards 
publicly read by the clerk of the peace, and “ that no 
such licence shall be granted at any adjourned sessions, 
mor shall any fee or reward be taken for such licence,” 
There is no provision as to locus standi or costs of per 
‘sons opposing an application for a licence—although a 
precedent might easily be found in the Licensing Act, 
1872—but we presume that the justices would hear 
any reasonable opposition at the cost of those promoting 
it. 

The penal provisions of the Act do not operate until 
the 25th of March, 1880, after which date any person 
taking part in any unlicensed horse-race becomes liable 
to a penalty of ten pounds or imprisonment for two 
months. Owners or occupiers of the course are “ guilty 
of a misdemeanour,” and punishable with fine or im 
prisonment in the discretion of the court, the fine not to 
be less than £5 nor more than £25, and the imprisonment 
not to be less than one month nor more than three 
months. In addition to this, the unlicensed horse-race 
is declared a nuisance, and any person “ injured or in- 
convenienced ” thereby is to have the same rights as he 
would have at common law. The fines do not appear 
be high. Under the Music and Dancing Act the penalty 
for keeping an unlicensed “ place” is one hundred pounds, 
in addition to the liability to be “ otherwise punishable 
as the law directs in the case of disorderly houses,” 
whatever that may mean. But the latter penalty is re- 
coverable by a common informer by action, and there is 
no express power to the court to imprison, so that, on: 
the whole, the Racecourses Licensing Act may prove 
as deterrent as the Act of 25 Geo. 2, c. 36, has been. 


ADULTERATION. 


Car. 80.—An Acr To ameND THE Satz oF Foop AD 
Daves Act, 1875. 


This Act cures some important defects in the Actot 
1875. Section 2 provides that in prosecutions for selling 
“to the prejudice of the purchaser” any article not of 
the nature, substance, and quality demanded, it is to be 
no defence “‘ to allege that the purehaser, having bought 
only for analysis, was not prejudiced by such sale, 
This provision disposes of a point to which we have 
several times referred, which was raised successfully be 
fore the Court of Session in Scotland, but unsuccessfully 
before the Queen’s Bench Division (Hoyle v. Hitchmam 
27 W. RB. 487), that a sale to a public officer for the 
purpose of analysis could not be held to be “‘ to the pre 
judice of the purchaser.” The section further enaéls 
that the article need not be proved to be defective 
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nature, substance, and quality, defect in one of these 
respects only being sufficient. 

Section 3 enables a medical officer of health or other 

lic officer, under the direction and at the cost of the 
local authority, to procure “‘ at the place of delivery” 
any sample of milk in the course of delivery to the pur- 
ghaser or consignee in pursuance of any contract, and 
such officer, if he suspects the milk to have been sold 
contrary to the provisions of the principal Act, may cause 
it to be analyzed, and proceedings may be taken as if 
the milk had been purchased by the officer from the 
seller or consignor under section 13 of the principal Act. 
By section 4 a penalty is imposed upon a seller or con- 
signor, or any person intrusted with the sale of milk, for 
refusing to allow an officer to take the quantity necessary 
for the purpose of analysis, The necessity for these 
sections is illustrated by a case which was heard at the 
Lambeth Police Court just before the passing of 
the present Act. A milkman who was carrying a 
can of milk was requested to supply a portion of it 
to an inspector of nuisances for the purpose of 
analysis, but declined to do so on the plea that 
he had only enough milk for his regular customers ; 
and the magistrate dismissed a summons for refusing 
to sell the milk to an officer on demand, on the 
ground that it was not ‘‘exposed to sale or on sale 
by retail on any premises, or in any shop or stores,” 
within section 17 of the Act of 1875. Section 5 of the 
new Act further deals with the same matter by enacting 
that “‘any street or open place of public resort” is to 
«ome within the meaning of section 17 of the principal 
Act. 

Section 6 deals with the adulteration of spirits; on a 
charge under section 6 of the principal Act for selling, 
to the prejudice of the purchaser spirits not adulterated 
otherwise than by the admixture of water, it is to be a 
good defence to prove that the admixture has not 
reduced the spirit more than twenty-five degrees under 
proof for brandy, whiskey, or rum, or thirty-five degrees 
for gin. This provision appears to have been suggested 
by the case of Webb v. Knight (26 W. R. 14). 

Section 10 provides that in all prosecutions under the 
principal Act (i.¢., for selling articles which have been 
found after analysis to be injurious or in any respect 
defective) the summons must be served, in the case of 
perishable articles, within twenty-eight days from the 
tale,and in other cases within a reasonable time, the 
particulars of the offence and the name of the prosecutor 
being stated in the summons, which is to be returnable 
‘in not less than seven days from the day of service. 


POOR LAW. 


Car. 54.—An Act To Make Berrer Provision ror THE 
Apsustment oF Parish BounpARIgSs, AND TO MAKE 
FurtHer AMENDMENTS IN THE ACTS RELATING TO THE 
Poor 1n ENGLAND. 


The numerous “ Acts relating to the Poor in England ”’ 
have been increased by no less than four in the present 
session. The fourth is the ‘‘ miscellaneous ’’ one of the 
‘batch, and contains nineteen sections, amending seven 
prior statutes, The effect of the amended statutes is 
for the most part neatly explained in the preambles to 
the sections or the marginal notes, but a chronological 
order of amendment has not been observed. 

“The Divided Parishes and Poor Law Amendment Act, 
1876,” is first dealt with, and it is provided that where 
part of 'a parish is on one side and part on the other 
side of the boundary of a borough or of a river, &., “ or 
is otherwise so situate as to render the administration of 
the relief of the poor or the local government of such 
part in conjunction with the residue of the parish in- 
convenient,” the parish shall be deemed to bea “ divided 

urish ” within the meaning of the Act of 1876—that is 
W say, it may be cut up into several parishes or pieced 
‘into adjoining es in such manner as the Local 

ent Board, after local inquiry, may think fit, 





We learn from the Local Government Board Report for 
1878-79, p. lxviii, that in 1878 sixteen “local inquiries” 
were held by order of the Board under the Act of 1876; 
and that in ten cases the result was favourable, while 
in six the Board “deemed it advisable to suspend pro- 
ceedings in consequence of local difficulties.” Further 
sections of the new Act having provided for the exten. 
sion of the Act of 1876 to extra-parochial places, and, 
dealt with parishes included in highway districts, we 
pa to the heading ‘‘ Miscellaneous Amendments of the 
aw.” 

The 8th section gives power to the Local Government 
Board to combine unions; the 9th section allows over- 
seers, &c., as well as guardians, to apply to the Board for 
the altération of local Acts; the 10th section authorizes 
guardians to contribute to ‘deaf and'dumb and blind 
asylums'as w €Jlas to public hospitals, under the powers 
of section 4 of the Poor Law Amendment, Act, 1851; 
the 11th section allows money to be borrowed for the 
furnishing of workhouses ;‘the 12th and 13th sections 
amend the Union Loans Act, 1869, s, 5, by substituting 
for the thirty equal annual payments, and the thirty 
years for repayment of loans to guardians, such number 
of equal annual payments not exceeding thirty, and such 
number of years not exceeding thirty, as the guardians, 
with the consent of the Local Government Board, shall 
determine, and by applying the Act to managers of 
district schools; and the 14th section allows hospitals 
to be vested in guardians as the rural sanitary authority. 
The 15th and 16th sections deal with the metropolitan 
law of poor relief, and authorize the Metropolitan Asylums 
Board to “contract with any local authority in the 
metropolis” for the reception in an hospital of persons 
suffering from any dangerous infectious disorder, and 
to provide carriages for the conveyance of such persons, 
The 17th section allows poor-rate collectors to collect, 
and to be remunerated for collecting, rates in parts of 
parishes. 








Rebiews. 
CRIMINAL LAW. 
A Drarrt Cope or Crmmmat Law anp Procepurz. By 


Epwarp Ditton Lewis. C. Kegan Paul & Oo. 


It is perhaps hardly to be expected that many 
lawyers will devote much attention to this “ draft code,” 
which, as Mr. Lewis informs us, ‘‘ was commenced 
some two years since, when to all outward appearance 
there was no prospect of the task being otherwise 
undertaken,” but we think that the elaborate preface 
of some seventy pages may be studied with advantage 
by all persons interested in the subject. The responsi- 
bility of lunatics and married women, the examination 
of the accused, the establishment of a separate court of 
criminal justice, the desirability of appeals and new 
trials—these and numerous other moot points are dis- 
cussed with care and intelligence by Mr. Lewis, and, 
although we have not come upon any very novel sugges- 
tions except that of establishing a separate court of 
criminal justice, the opinions of an author who has 
worked them out in a ‘‘ draft code” of his own cannot 
but be profitable reading. 

With regard to the draft code itself, there are 
at least three points in which it is better than the 
Government Bill. It abolishes the grand jury, 
it provides for the more spéedy and regular trial of 
persons committed, and it disposes of offences triable 
summarily. As to this last point, Mr. Lewis says very 
sensibly, speaking of 24 & 25 Vict. c. 96 :— 

“This is one of the series of valuable and important 
statutes for the consolidation of the criminal law passed in 
1861. The statute contains 123 sections. Of these about 
twenty-five relate, either wholly or in part, to offences 
punishable upon summary conviction ; but in many cases 
the acts so punishable assume the character of indictable 





904 


THE SOLICITORS JOURNAL. 


Sept. 27, 1879, 








offences when committed by an offender after previous 
summary conviction. In order that the country may 
possess a perfect and complete code of criminal law and 
procedure, it would be necessary that the Legislature 
should pass @ code dealing with the law and procedure 
applicable to summary offences. If this were done con- 
temporaneously with a measure similar to the present 
draft code, which is restricted to indictable offences, the 
Consolidation Acts, and other statutes which contain, in 
part, substantive law and procedure in relation to summary 
offences, might be repealed in their entirety—obviously a 
most desirable thing. 


The ‘‘ draft code” is of great length, accomplishing 
in as many as 747 clauses what the Government Bill 
proposes to accomplish in 425. Mr. Lewis’s notes are 
pointed and brief, and those to his schedule of “ statutes 
repealed’ are especially deserving of commendation. 


COMITY OF NATIONS. 


Forrien JupcmMents: Tuer Errects in THE ENGLISH 
Courts. By Francis Taytor Piccort, M.A., LL.M. 
of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & 
Sons, 


Professor Tyndall has said that a theory is not com- 
plete from the first, but “a thing which grows as it were 
asymptotically towards certainty.” Taking these words 
as the text of his treatise, Mr. Piggott endeavours to 
trace the ‘asymptotic growth towards certainty” of 
that branch of jurisprudence which forms the subject- 
matter of this volume. Under the broad four-fold divi- 


sion of “ The English Doctrine,” ‘‘ Defences,” “ Judg- 
ments in Rem,” and “ Status,” the subject is passed 
fully under review, and the opinions of the writer en- 
forced or illustrated by reference to leading cases. 


Numerous extracts from judgments are given verbatim 
and at some length, for which the author pleads what 
appears to us to be a valid excuse, that the subject is 
one of judge-made law. In tracing from its origin the 
asymptotic growth of his theory of foreign judgments, 
Mr. Piggott finds for it a basis and first principle, 
neither in the doctrine of “Comity” alone, nor in 
that of “Obligation” alone, but in a blending of the 
two in the one doctrine of universal application of 
**Comity and Obligation.” This he believes to afford 
the true solution of the conflict among high authorities 
upon the hard questions of “enforcing” and ‘“‘ recog- 
nizing” judgments, while serving at the same time to 
get rid of many knotty problems and subtle defences 
which have sprung from the fertile brain of advocates. 
In some places the argument appears to lack precision 
and force, and the algebraic symbols and syllogistic 
forms which are occasionally adopted fail to afford that 
clearness and simplicity of statement which is the 
avowed object of their use. By the author's own ad- 
mission the work is one of theory, and of theory only. 
As such we may, perhaps, be pardoned for dismissing it, 
as the author himself does, in words quoted from Pro- 
fessor Tyndall: ‘It must now bide its time, until the 
free conflict of discovery, argument, and opinion has 
taken place, and won for it recognition.’ 


REGISTRATION. 


A Manvat or tae Law or Reoisrration, PaRtiaMEN- 
TARY AND Muwnicrpat. By James Epwarp Davis, 


Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Sxconp Eprrion. Butter. 
worths. 


_Mr. Davis has opportunely issued a new edition of 
his useful manual, adding to his introduction a statement 
of the changes effected by the Act of last year, and 
accompanying it with just criticisms on that curious 
piece of legislation. Elsewhere the Act is printed in 
full, with explanatory notes, which are sensible and 
valuable as far as they go, but might, with advantage, 
have been increased in number—e.g., on the sub-sections 





—<—+— 
of section 28 there are many matters as to which we 
look in vain for explanation. No doubt the experience 
of the present revisions will suggest numerous additions 
to the questions discussed. In many respects the 
chronological arrangement of statutes adopted by Mr, 
Davis is more convenient than the alternative of 
statutory mincemeat, and on the older legislation his 
notes are useful and practical. 


LAW OF CONTRACT. 


An Ovrtirnez or THE Law or Contract. By Joszpx A, 
Suearwoop, B.A., of Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Lay, 
Reeves & Turner. 


This is an elementary work, designed merely as a first 
hand-book for the use of students. Its object is to give 
a sketch of the chief divisions of the law of contract, a 
as to prepare a student to peruse with profit other ang 
more exhaustive treatises upon the same subject. The 
peculiar needs of that large class of law students who 
are “cramming” for examinations have been carefully 
considered and supplied. For their especial behoof, the 
cases and points of practice most frequently occurring in 
examination papers are inserted in due order, and em- 
phasized by being printed in conspicuous type. The 
book gives a correctly-drawn outline of the law of con- 
tract, and, as an easy introduction to a difficult subject, 
we commend it to the numerous class of readers for 
whose benefit it was principally designed. 


THE SUMMARY JURISDICTION ACT. 


Tur Summary Jurispicrion Act, 1879, wirn Notes Axp 
Inpex. By T. W. Saunpers, Esq., Metropolitan Police 
Magistrate. Butterworths, 


This edition of what may fairly be termed the princi. 
pal Act of the last session is accompanied by a synopsis 
of offences enacted since the last edition of Oke’s Magis. 
terial Synopsis, arranged as a supplement to that work. 
In a preface, which might, perhaps, have been madea 
little longer, and styled an introduction, Mr. Saundem 
enumerates no less than twenty ‘‘ new and useful provi- 
sions” of the statute. The notes are not very plentiful, 
but they are just what they should be, neither too long 
nor too short, and discursive enough without being 
gossippy, while Mr. Saunders’ experience, both as editor 
and magistrate, has enabled him to hit the points upor 
which information is wanted. We must express our fe 
gret, however, that the publication of the work was not 
delayed until the rules and forms which the Lord Chan- 
cellor has power to frame under section 29 had been 
issued. Ina note to the preface, however, Mr. Saunders 
promises them as “the subject of an appendix to the 
last edition of ‘Oke’s Magisterial Formulist,’” 





We learn with much regret from the Albany Law Journal 
that Mr. Isaac Grant Thompson, the founder and editor of 
that journal, died on the 30th ult. Mr. Thompson was ad- 
mitted to the bar ia 1865, and was the author of treatises 08 
the Law of Highways and on Provisional Remedies ; editor of 
the American Reports, and joint editor of the Supreme Court 
Reports of the State of New York. He conducted the 
Albany Law Journal with singular ability and vigour. 


It is stated that the aggregate number of private bill 
which received parliamentary sanction during the late sessioa 
is 198, of which 60 are railway Acts, 17 tramway Acts 
22 gas, 17 water, 13 docks and harbours, and 23 town im 
provement Acts, the remaining portion being made up 
Acts of a general and miscellaneous character. Of the sue 
cessful railway bills 54 were promoted by existing compsaie 
and by the powers which have been obtained in respect of these 
bills an aggregate expenditure of £9,938,000 has been sau 
tioned for the conetruction of 174 miles of 
railway works, 
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General CurresponVenre. 


LAND TITLES AND TRANSFER. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


§ir—In view of the approaching annual meeting of 
the Incorporated Law Society at Cambridge, when the 
cent report of the Select Committee on Land Titles 
end Transfer will form a prominent subject of discus- 
sion, it may be well to bring prominently to the notice 
of the profession the recommendations of the committee, 
with some remarks thereon. This report is well worthy 
of our most serious attention, and is entitled to very great 

ight. The committee consisted of nineteen members, 
several of whom belong to one or other branch of the pro- 
fession, with Mr. Osborne Morgan for its chairman, who, 
in his usual able manner, was enabled to draw from the 
witnesses a vast amount of facts bearing upon the object 
ofthe inquiry before them—viz., ‘‘ Whether any and what 
steps ought to be taken to simplify the title to land, 
and to prevent frauds on purchasers and mortgagees of 
jand.” 


The committee had the benefit of the evidence and 
report of the Royal Commission in 1868 upon the opera- 
tion of the Land Transfer Act and the condition of the 
Middlesex Registry. They sat for thirteen days, during 
which they examined sixteen witnesses, one of them 
being the Lord Chancellor, and several leading members 
of the profession, from England, Scotland, Ireland, and 
Australia, all possessed of knowledge of the practice in 
those countries, and whose views and opinions are entitled 
to very great weight. - 

The recommendations of the committee are summar- 
ized a3 follows :— 

I, The abolition of the present scale of conveyancing 
charges, and the substitution for it, in all cases where it 
is possible, of a graduated ad valorem scale of payment. 

Il, The compulsory use, as far as practicable, of short 
statutory forms, analogous to those used in Scotland. 

III, The practical abolition of legal mortgages and 
deeds of re-conveyance, by giving to the holder of a 
simple charge on land all the remedies at present pos- 
sessed by the holder of a legal mortgage, either with or 
without a power of sale (as the parties may desire), and 
by providing that upon the indorsement on the charge 
ofa memorandum signed by the party entitled thereto, 
stating that all moneys due thereon had been satisfied, 
the charge itself should, ipso facto, determine. 

IV. The appointment of a real representative to the 
deceased owner of land, having the same control over, 
and power to make, a title to freeholds which a personal 
representative now possesses in regard to chattels real. 

V. The immediate completion of the cadastral survey 
for England and Wales, and its obligatory adoption 
(subject to such modifications as may from time to time 
become necessary), for identifying and describing pro- 


VI. The repeal of the Statute of Uses. 

VII. The establishment in convenient local centres in 
England and Wales of district registries of assurances 
affecting land, constructed on the principles mentioned 
in the foregoing report, and provided with indexes, re- 
ferting not only to the persons but to the property com- 
prised in the registered instrument ; the ordnance map 

ig made use of for the purpose wherever it is possible, 

and the party registering having the option of recording, 

for a small fee, either the instrument itself or a memo- 

randum of its contents, with facilities for provisional 
tegistration whenever it may be found necessary. 

. The enactment that (except in cases of actual 

on the part of the party registering) every instru- 

pir shall rank in priority according to the date of its 

ion. 

IX. The appointment in connection with each registry, 

both in England and Ireland, of an official searcher, or 

staff of searchers, whose duty it would be for a small fee 








to search the register and to give to intending pur- 
chasers or mortgagees a ‘‘ certificate of search ” show- 
ing the state of the title as disclosed by the registers up 
to the date of the search, such certificate to form part 
of the title, and to be evidence in the case of subsequent 
dealing with the property as to the previous title dis. 
closed by the register. 


X. The localization of the registration of titles, as 
far as practicable, concurrently with the establishment 
of district registries for the registration of assurances. 

Upon these I would beg to offer the following 
remarks :— 


1. The profession should hail with thankfulness any 
endeavour to relieve it from the present system of con- 
veyancing charges, which is not only cumbrous, incon- 
venient, and unsatisfactory, but is also beneath the dig- 
nity of the profession to perpetuate. It may, I sub- 
mit, be safely intrusted to the Law Society to frame suc 
a moderate ad valorem scale as shall meet the average of 
cases. And in every case where it may be considered to 
be too high, it might be adopted as the basis on which 
to frame a proportionate charge to meet the circum- 
stances of the case (say one-half or two-thirds). 


2. The adoption of an advaiorem scale of charges 
would tend more than anything to promvte short forms 
of deeds, so as to render the compulsory use of short 
statutory forms unnecessary. Statutory forms have 
already been tried under two Acts of Parliament and 
have not met with favour, and it is very doubtful if the 
hard and fast line imposed thereby will be found suit- 
able to general conveyancing, which requires some 
degree of elasticity in framing documents to meet the 
circumstances of each case; butitis quite possible, I 
conceive, that statutory forms might be serviceable if 
not made too rigid. 


3. The proposal to turn mortgages into simple 
charges on land, and to determine them by indorsement 
thereon, is an exceedingly valuable one. It would be 
substituting a very simple and efficacious mode of 
securing money on land (analogous to that of mortgage 
debentures) for the present very costly and cumbrous sys- 
tem of conveyance and re-conveyance of the legal estate, 
and provided that the mortgagees are secured (as they 
might easily be) all proper powers and remedies, the 
alteration seems free from objection, but, on the con- 
trary, has much to recommend it, and would go far to 
simplify titles for the future. 


4, The difficulties which are often caused by the want 
of a real representative of a deceased owner of land, 
corresponding to the personal representative as to 
personal estate, is made the more manifest when con- 
trasted with the great facilities afforded for dealing 
with personal property by always having a duly consti- 
tuted personal representative, who is the responsible 
party and clothed with all necessary powers for 
administering the estate. In this respect the placing 
of real estate upon the same footing as chattels real 
would be a step in the right direction. In the words of 
Mr. Barlow, ‘‘ With the view of avoiding the necessity 
of an application to the court for the purpose of getting 
a man’s real estate made available for the payment of 
his debts, all real estates should, in the first instance, 
vest in his executor or administrator for the purpose of 
being applied by him for the payment of his debts, and 
for that purpose only, not for carrying out the directions 
of the will.” 

5. The ordnance survey upon the scale of twenty-five 
inches to the mile is all but completed, and if generally 
adopted in aid, but not in lieu of, the descriptions of 
parcels in deeds, would be a most useful means of 
defining property, and would tend greatly to insure 
simplicity and certainty as well as brevity of description 
in the parcels, which are generally the most verbose 
and uncertain portion of the deed. Whether, how- 
ever, it be expedient to make its use obligatory is 
perhaps doubtful, but the general convenience which 
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would be felt by its adoption would go far to insure its 
being generally used. 

6. The repeal of the Statute of Uses is very shortly 
disposed of by the report in the following paragraph : 
—* Among the various pitfalls for the unwary pre- 
sented by statutes providing for a state of things which 
has long since passed away, few have led to more 

nse or litigation than that stronghold of conveyanc- 
ing pedantry, the Statute of Uses. Your committee see 
no reason why it should not at once Je repealed.” The 
evidence of Mr. Joshua Williams taken before the com- 
mission in 1868 is referred to in the margin in support 
of this conclusion. 

7. The principle of registration of assurances being 
clearly admitted by the report, it only remains to deter- 
mine by what machinery it shall be carried ont. It will 
not do to take as a model the Middlesex Registry, which, 
by one of the witnesses (Mr. Barber), is designated as 
*‘ simply a disgrace to any civilized community, as it 
stands;’’ but from the experience afforded by other 
registries in Yorkshire, Scotland, Ireland, and the colo- 
nies, it ought not to be very difficult to invent a good 
working scheme of indexes by which both the persons 
and property shall be readily found. Office copies of 
the deed or memorandum registered should be made 
secondary evidence in case of loss or destruction of the 
original deed. Such a registry might, even with quite 
moderate fees, be made self-supporting. The objection 
to this, on the score of publicity, amounts to very little, 
when it is considered that everybody’s will is open to all 
the world on payment of a shilling, and, to prevent un- 
due curiosity, some restriction might be imposed by con- 
fining the inspection to solicitors, or to persons signing 
themselves as interested in the subject-matter of the 
deed. There seems no doubt that registration would be 
an element in the prevention of such frauds of which we 
have lately heard so much, and which have not been 
attempted in a register county. 

8. The proposed enactment that every instrument 
shall rank in priority in order of its registration would 
at once do away with some of the “‘ iniquitous doctrines 
of the Court of Chancery,” especially those relating to 
constructive notice and the tacking and consolidation of 
mortgages, which have caused a vast amount of litiga- 
tion and injustice. Such priority will virtually make 
the registration of deeds compulsory, and thereby insure 
a complete record of the dealings with an estate. 

9. The official search would be a great boon in the 
investigation of titles. It would resemble what is called 
in Ireland the “ negative search,” which is signed by 
the officer, who makes himself responsible for its con- 
taining all the results it is wished to acquire. And the 
making the certificate of such search evidence in future 
transactions would go very far to curtail the much 
complained of cost and delay in the transfer of land. 

10. The report, whilst decidedly recommending the 
registration of assurances, speaks but timidly about the 
registration of titles. The fact is that the registration 
of titles in any shape has not been found to answer 
either under Lord Westbury’s Act of 1862, or Lord 
Cairns’ Act of 1875. This is clearly admitted throughout 
the evidence, the chief reason assigned being that such 
registration cannot in the nature of the case be made 
compulsory. After such experience it is very doubtful 
whether any scheme could be devised which would give 
satisfaction or answer any really useful end in this 
direction. 

With the exception of the registration of titles, I sub- 
mit that all the recommendations of the report are 
worthy of the support of the profession, and, if adopted, 
would go far to remove the outeide prejudice and 
dissatisfaction which exists regarding the present tardy 
and costly (and in some cases unjust) system of convey- 
anecing law and practice. 8. A. Ram. 

22, Hed Lion-square, September, 1879, 








Cases uf the Geek. 


CASES BEFORE THE VACATION JUDGE, 


SetTLep Esrares—Sate out or Court—Consenr 7 
SaLE—ConFigmation—SeErrLep Esrates Act, 1877, s, 1¢ 
—In a case of Re Chapman's Settled Estates, an application 
was made before the Vacation Judge on the 24th inst, for 
his lordship’s confirmation of a sale of a settled estate. The 
Master of the Rolls had directed the sale out of court, sub. 
ject cnly to the examination of a married woman, who way 
abroad, The married woman kad now been examined, anj 
expressed ber assent to the sale, and the matter was agaip 
mentioned as above stated. The property had been sold 
auetion, and the completion of the purchase had been 
for the 29th inst. No affidavit had been filed showing that 
the sale was at a proper price. Eventually, Bowen, J., said 
he would make the order confirming the sale subject to the 
chief clerk being satisfied that the sale was a prover one, 


Company—LiquipATion—SaLe sy LIQuipaToR—Saxo. 
TION oF THE Court—Companizs Act, 1862, 8. 95.—Ing 
case of Re Saundersfoot, dc., Colliery Company, an applica 
tion was made to the Vacation Judge on the 24th inst, by 
the official liquidator of the company for the sanction of the 
court to a sale by him of certain leaseholds, the property of 
the company, and for leave to affix the seal of the co 
to the necessary assignments. The application was reise 
upon section 95 of the Companies Act, and it was stated t 
be urgent in consequence of the fact that the sale must be 
— before the 29th inst. Bowen, J., made the onde 
asked. 


Ancient Licuts—InterLocuTory Insunction—Su- 
STANTIAL INJURY—REFERENCE TO ARCHITECT TO Report, 
-~In a case of Levy v. Jones, also before the Vacation Judge 
on the 24th inst. a motion for an injunction was made 
restrain the defendant from inter‘ering with certain alleged 
ancient lights of the plaintiff's. It was admitted that there 
was a conflict of testimony between the various scieotifig 
witnesses as to the amount of the probable obscuration by 
the defendant’s buildings, and a further case was raised 
the defendant that in the course of certain proposed im- 
provements the City of London would really give the plaintiff 
increased light, and that no diminution would ultimately be 
experienced, This latter contention was used as an 
ment that on the balance of convenience the injunction 
ought not to be granted. * Eventually, on the suggestion of 
the judge, it was arranged that an architect, to be 
upon by the parties, or in case of difference to be named by 
himself, should view the Jocus in guo, and should report 
him on the two pointse—(1) as to the amount of obscuration 
that would be caused ; and (2) as to the light likely to be 
added by the proposed city improvements. The motion 
he directed to stand over until the next motion day, and 
the architect to be in attendance to answer any questions 
that might ariseon his report. 


ee 


Practice—Orper ror Payment into Court—Moriow 
Arraco—Service or Orper.—In a cuse of Re Steele, Orem 
v. King, also before the Vacation Judge on the 24th inst, 
a motion was made to attach two defendants for disobediene? 
to an order for payment into court by them. It a 
that the order had not been served on the respondents. O» 
a preliminary objection being taken to the motion in cons 
quence, it was contended for the plaintiff, that such servide 
was not in fact necessary under the present 
and that, inasmuch as the practice was now al 
under ord, 44, r. 2, so that the motions could not 
made ex parte as was formerly the case, service 
actual order might be dispensed with, The notice & 
motion had been duly served, and one of the respo 
had given notice of —_ against the order made, and 
these circumstances it was argued there could be no surpri 
as against the defendants. Eventually, Bowen, J., although 
he stated that he was of opinion the order should haw 
been served, said he would not dismiss the motion, Sa 
would allow it to stand to the sevond motion dey 
November, 
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- Pracrice—Morton—Cross-EXAMINATION ON AFFIDAVITS 
—Insrection oF Books—AmenDMENT OF Wait.—In the 
case of Allen v. Opera Comedy Company (Limited), a motion 
was made before the Vacation Judge on the 24th inst,, by a 
gsrebolder in the company to restrain the defendants from 
y dealing with the funds of the company. The 
ff asked that the motion might stand over to enable 
to answer the defendants’ affidavits just filed, and also 
for leave to cross-examine before a special examiner the 
nents to these affidavits. He also asked for leave to 
inspect the books of the company. The defendants 
gsked for leave similarly to cross-examine the plaintiff. 
Bowen, J., said that he would give the parties leave to 
cross-examine their respective opponents before a special 
examiner, and would allow the motion to stand over until 
that had been done. As to the request for inspection, that 
must be the subject of an application in chambers, it not 
being included in the notice of motion, but the plaintiff 
onl, of course, give the defendants notice to produce the 
books before the special examiner. His lordship also gave 
the plaintiff leave to amend his writ, but the proposed 
gmendments must be submitted to him in chambers, and 
have his sanction as being within the purview of the action 
ss originally instituted. 

ApMINISTRATION— APPOINTMENT IN CHANCERY DivIston 
or ADMINISTRATOR PENDENTE LITE.—In a case of Re Dillon 
Wa, Bridges v. Dillon Webb, also before the Vacation 

on the 24th inst., a motion was made for the ap- 
pointment of a receiver or administrator pendente lite until 
alegal personal representative had been constituted. It 
that Mr. Dillon Webb had left a will, and had 
appointed executors, but they had renounced probate, and 
a contest was being raised as to the validity of his will. 
No legal personal representative had yet been constituted, 
but this action had been instituted for the protection of the 
assets and the interim appointment of a receiver. It ap- 
peared that Mr. Dillon Webb, during his lifetime, had com- 
menced certain bankruptcy proceedings against a debtor 
of his, and that these bankruptcy proceedings were still 
pending, but that, inasmuch as no legal personal repre- 
sentative was constituted, the Registrar in Bankruptcy re- 
fused to allow the matter any longer to stand over, and it 
was therefore necessary to get the immediate appointment 
of some person as administrator of Mr. Webb’s estate. 
Bowen, J., doubted very wuch whether he had jurisdiction 
inan action commenced in the Chancery Division to ap- 
point an administrator even pendente lite, but he was re- 
ferred to the case of Pinney v. Hunt (L. R. 6 Ch. D. 98), 
before the Master of the Rolls, as showing that he had 
such jurisdiction, Eventually. Bowen, J., said that he 
would not in any event extend the appointment over the 
second motion day in November, but that he would read 
the affidavits, and then decide the matter one way or the 


>>: 





Col. J, W. Woods, familiarly known to the profession as 
“Old Timber,” resides, saya the Western Jurist, at Waverly, 
Iowa, is in his eighty-seventh year, is quite vigorous in body 

mind, and is still in practice. He was recently called 
46 an expert to prove the reasonableness of a brother attorney’s 
account against a client, and testified that he had been in con- 
stant practice in the courtsof lowa for the last forty or fifty years. 
¢ross-examination counsel for defendant, whom we shall 
call Jones, elicited the following answers from the veteran :— 

You say, Colonel, that you have been in constant practice 

the courts of this State and Territory for the last forty or 

years?” “Yes, sir.” ‘* Now, sir, will you be kind enough 

to us what has been the character or nature of your 
Practice during all these years?” “Yes, sir, It has been 
varied, For many years after I first came to this country I 
was what might very appropriately be termed an itinerant 
»” Jones, Rar “ Pray, Colonel, before you go 
present what you 
the term ttinerant—itinerant 


» explain to the court, jury, and all 


us to understand b 


lawyer,” “Certainly, sir. I mean this: for many years after 


: Tifirst came to this country I travelled around the cirouit with 


t with him to each place at which he held 
causes for young men like yourself, Jones, who 
oo. but not brains enough to try 





Revising Barristers’ Pecisions. 


Marylebone (Mr. A. Baruvast), 


Sept. 16.—Sicnarure or Norices sy Overszers,— 
Mr. Pringle (Liberal agent) contended that the whule of 
the objections in that parish were bad, as the overseers in 
making out the list cf objections had not complied with the 
requirements of the Act of Parliament. The published 
notices of the objections were printed, and the overseer’s 
name, instead of being written, was printed also. 

The Revising Barrister overrvled the objection. 


Sept. 17.—Lopcer—Sratement or Amount or RENT, 
OMITTING THE woRD “ WEEKLY.’—The question of the 
qualification of lodgers, in regard to the description of the 
amount of rent, came up at the opening of the court. 
On the previous day the revising barrister held that when a 
lodger put the amount of the rent to be paid in the 
column, but omitted the word “weekly,” if he was 
objected to, and no evidence was forthcoming, he would be 
disqualified. 

Mr. Hilton strongly appealed to the revising barrister 
to reconsider his decision, alleging that among working 
people it was a common thing to only mention the amount 
paid for rooms, it being generally understood that the 
amount was weekly. 

The Revistnc Barrister said he had”reconsidered the 
question, and he should hold that it was to be taken 
that a lodger paid weekly in the same sense as when 
a man took the lease of a house it was understood that the 
rent wasto beannual. He theught that in exactly the same 
sense, and for all substantial purposes, where it was the case 
of a lodger, the tenancy in the ordinary acceptation of the 
term was weekly. The parliamentary form made it impera- 
tive that the lodger should put in the amount of rent he 
paid, but it did not state that ‘‘ weekly” was to be in- 
serted. If he was satisfied on the face of it that the claim 
was substantially filled up, he should hold it good, but he 
should not attempt to amend the claim, but would leave it 
as it stood, so that if acase was asked for by those who 
took the opposite view the matter could be settled by the 
courts. 


City of London (Mr. C. J. Witttamson). 


Sept. 18.—Recripr or Atms—2 WItt. 4, c. 45, s. 36.— 
Objection was taken to the name of Mr. J. H. Ellis, who was 
on the list for the parish of St. Botolph, Aldersgate, on the 
ground that the claimant, in March last, received 7s. Sd. 
from a fund left by the late Mr. Alderman Smith for the 
deserving poor of the parish. 

The Revisine BarRisTER remarked that he would have 
to consider whether the acceptance of the gift destroyed 
the independence of the voter. 

Witnesses were then called, and gave evidence to the 
effect that the claimant wasin no sense of the term a 
pauper. The gift was for tea and sugar, and was bestowed 
on apy four parishioners who might apply. If its accept- 
ance. implied electoral disqualification, it would never 
have been solicited in this instance. 

The Revisinc Barrister said the voter was not pué in 
a less independent position by the receipt of the gift than 
he was in before. The gift wasasmall one, and would 
not be likely to affect the independence of Mr. Ellis as a 
voter. His name would therefore stand on the list, as 
would the names of other voters who had received bene- 
factions under similar circumstances. 


Sept. 18.—Nortice oF OBJECTION WHERE MORE THAN OB 
Burorss List—4l & 42 Vict. c. 26 (Scuxpurs, Nore 
To Fora 4).—Mr. George T. Mason, who was on the list for 
St. Botolph Without, Aldersgate, was objected to. There 
were two lists prepared by the overseers of this parish, 
namely, those for householders and lodgers ; and the new 
Act provided that notices of objection should specify the 
particular list, and that had not done in the present 


case, 

The Revisrve Barrister held that the notice was suffi- 
cient. The matter was one of fact rather than of law, and 
& person exercising ordinary intelligence could not possi bly 
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‘be misled. At the same time the Act was specific that the 
list should be distinguished. 


South West Riding of Yorkshire (Mr. W. J. E. Bennett). 


Sept. 22.—Dissentine Mintsters—C aims IN RESPECT OF 
‘Cuarets—InsuFFicienT DESCRIPTION OF QUALIFICATION.— 
Objections were made against the Revs. Walter Lenwood, 
and John Culvert, Independent ministers, whose names 
appeared on the old list, their qualification being the chapels 
of which they are the ministers. In the case of the Rev. 
Walter Lenwood, 

Mr. Newman (Liberal agent), produced the deeds of Nether 
Chapel, Norfolk-street, which provided for the appointment 
of a minister ; but there was no power of dismissal. He 
quoted the case of Burton v. Brookes (11 C. B. 41, 2 Lutw. 
197), which was held to decide the law on the point. The 
question was the same as would arise in equity if a trustee 
brought an ejectment against a minister without any legal 
cause for removal, and the minister applied for an injunction 
to stay the action. 

Mr. Freemon (Conservative agent), quoted the words of 
the deed : “‘ The pew rents must be applied as a majority of 
the congregation may appoint.” He submitted there was 
nothing in the deed by which the minister could claim a 
penny, and, therefore, he had no right to the franchise. 

Mr. J. W. Pye Smith, solicitor, Sheffield, a member of 
Nether Chapel, said that to his knowledge Mr. Leawood re- 
ceived the whole of the rents except the portion applied 
for the expenses of the chapel. 

The Revisixne Barrister held that there was nothing in 
the deed giving Mr. Lenwood what the Legislature required, 
and his name was struck ont. 

The next objection considered affected the vote of the 
Rev. John Calvert, of Zion Independent Chapel, Sheffield. 

Mr. Freeman said the chapel, instead of being freehold, 
was leasehold for ninety-nine years from 1806, but it was 
stated that the reversion had now been purchased. Mr. 
Freeman then called attention to the words “freehold 
estate,” which were given as the qualification. This, he 
urged, was no qualification at all, as no one could tell 
whether the words referred to a shop, a house, a field, a rent 
charge, or anything else, 

Mr. Bagshawe (Liberal agent) said it was difficult to 
describe accurately the interest of the minister. He was not 
entitled to the freehold of the chapel or of the ground, and 
— had a freehold interest sufficient to entitle him to a 
vo! 

The Revistye Barrister said the vote failed for want of 
correct description. 


Westminster (Mr. A. Batuvgst). 


Sept. 20.—Lopczr CLaims—ParTICULARS TO BE STATED.— 
The Revisinc Barrister said that under the new Act 
there was one point of very great importance on the lodger 
list. In one of the columns it was necessary to declare the 
floor on which a lodger claimant lived, and unless this was 
shown, or was stated by evidence, he should disallow the 
claim. It was also essen‘ial to state whether the rooms 
eccupied were farnished or not, and without evidence he 
had decided not to amend any such claims; he should, at 
all events, not be satisfied with the declaration merely 
as evidence. 


Ezeter (Mr. G. F. Sprexe). 

Sept. 23.—Receirt or Parocutat Revier.—A voter, 
named Pyle, was objected to on the ground that during the 
year he had received parochial relief. He stated that he had 
not been relieved ; but it appeared in cross examination that 
he has had a child placed in the Starcross Idiot Asylum, for 
which he paid 5s. a week, while the remainder of the charze 


for the child was borne by a payment from the Corporation 
of the Poor—Pyle insisted on describing this iatter as a 
“ Government grant,” and added that bad he known there 
was anything in the nature of the assistance given that 


would pauperise him he should have refused it. 
that he was recommended to apply to the guardians by 
lady who had made two or three unsuccessful attempts to 
tg boy elected a free inmate of the asylum; and Mr, 

k, the governor of the institution, distinctly aswured him 
that if he obtained the “grant” it would not make bim a 
peuper.—On behalf of Pyle, Mr. Carlile, a guardian, was 
celled, and stated that he remembered Pyle applying for a 


He stated 





—$—$—$—$— 
recommendation that would enable him to obtain a sum of 
money from some charity in order that he might place his 
child in the asylum. He did not apply as a pauper ; had 
he done so the child would have been sent to Fisherton, Jt 
appeared that the voter's name was on the list of the relieyi 
officer, but there was no entry of money against his name,— 
At the request of the barrister the attendance of Mr. Hook. 
way, the relieving officer, was procured.—Mr. Hookwa 
stated that the case stood thus—the board undertook the 
maintenance of the boy at 9s. a week, Pyle paying 5s, out 
of that sum.—Mr. Huxham, clerk to the Board of Guardi 
explained that a return of cases of this kind was made to the 
Government, and there was a grant in aid; but the sum 
received from Government went to the common fund. 

The Revisinc Barrister held that Pyle had received 
parochial relief, and disallowed the vote. ; 


Ashton-under-Lyne (Mr. JamEs SHEIL). 

Sept. 28.—Non-payMEenT OF Rates—Succgsstve Oogu. 
PATION.—Objection was made to a claim by a man who had 
resided up to November last in a new house for which rate 
had not been paid, and had since occupied another house 
where the rates were paid. It was shownthat the proportion 
of the rates due from him, or in respect of the new house, 
had not been demanded from him. 

The Revistnc BaRRISTER said this case was something like 
that of a man who succeeded to a tenant who, in going out, 
had not paid his rates. It had been held that the incoming 
tenant was not disqualified if the proportion of the rate dus 
a was not demanded. He allowed the name to 
stan: 


Stockport (Mr. W. T. PaRKINs). 

Sept. 24.—OccupaTion 4s TENANT OR OwnER.—The claim 
of William Cheetham to vote in respect of a wooden coal office, 
of which he is the owner, in the railway company’s yard st 
Heaton Norris, was objected to. 

The Revisinc Barrister remarked that this office was 
not occupied by Cheetham as tenant, because it was his owa 
property, and it was not attached to the land in such aw 
that he could occenpy it as owner. It was a mov 
structure ; it was not a building at all, and he did not think 
there was any occupation as tenant or owner within the 
meaning of the Act of Parliament. The vote was dis 
allowed. 


Bradford (Mr. T. 8. Sopzn). 

Sept. 23.—Oxsections To Lopger CLatMANTS.—On the 
claim of Henry Phillips as a lodger being brought forward, 
the Revising Barrister asked if the claimant had made the 
requisite declaration, 

ne assistant overseer stated that the declaration had been 
made. 

The Revisinc Barrister called the attention of those 
interested in the revision to the 39th section of the 
Act 6 & 7 Vict. c. 18, under which @ written notice of 
objection to claimants for the Icdger franchise was 
required to be sent to the revising barrister. He mem 
tioned the matter because he believed that he was bound 
to allow a lodger claim if a declaration had been made i 
the requisite form. If a claimant made a false declaw 
tion, of course he could be punished for doing 9, It 
seemed to him that anybody who wished to object tos 
lodger claim should give written notice to him. He th 
it would be more convenient and satisfactory if the course be 
had indicated were adopted in fature. There were two classes 
of lodgers. There were the old lodgers who were on the list 
last year, and of whom, if they applied to the overseer, 
a list was made out, which was published as a list of 
persons entitled to exercise the lodger franchise. If anybody 
upon the list wished to object to such a lodger, he must 
object to him in the same way as to any other person on the 
list. A lodger on that list was in the same position os aay 
other person; he could not be struck off unless he w# 
objected to. There was a second class of lodgers who 
a new claim, and were required to make @ certain declam 
tion. If they made an untrue declaration they were 
to be punished, but by section 23 the revising barrister “ 
bound to take the declaration as primd facie evidence 
the qualification. If, therefore, anyone wished to contest 
the claim of a new lodger, he must give to him (the re 

) a written notice of his intention, in the same 
as he would with regard to any other claim. 
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Appointments, Ete. 


Mr. Wu11AM Henry Lionen Cox, barrister, has been 
sppointed a Puisne Judge for the Colony of Mauritius, in 
succession to Mr. Adam Gib Ellis, who has been appointed 
Chief Justice of the colony. Mr. Cox was called to the bar 
st the Middle Temple in Hilary Term, 1866. 


Mr. Samvet Bensauin Lance Deuce, barrister, has been 
appointed an Assistant Commissioner under the Royal Com- 
mission on Agricultural Depression. Mr. Druce is a graduate 
of Exeter College, Oxford, and was called to the bar at Lin- 
coln’s-inn in Michaelmas Term, 1867, He holds the office 
of secretary to the Farmers’ Club. 


Mr. Gzorce Witi1am James Kino, solicitor, of 26, 
Martin’s-lane, Cannon-street, has been appointed Solicitor to 
the Legal Building Society. 

Mr. Jonn Sumner WHIDBORNE, solicitor (of the firm of 
Pearson & Whidborne), of Dawlish, has been appointed 
a Perpetual Commissioner for Devonshire for taking the 
Acknowledgments of Deeds by Married Women. 


DISSOLUTIONS OF PARTNERSHIP. 


Henry Kent Norris and Frepericx Sortarn Hancock, 
solicitors, Devizes and Bath (Norris & Hancock). March 
95,1878. (Gazette, September 23.) 

Henry WooprorpE and Cuartes CLuTrerBuck Woop- 
yor3DE, solicitors, Clevedon (H. & C. C. Woodforde). 
September 18. (Gazette, September 23.) 





Companies. 
WINDING.UP NOTICES. 


Jornt Stock CoMPANIEs. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Morvat Dress Suppiy Association, Limirep.—Stephen, J., has, by an 
order dated Aug 19, appointed Frederic George Painter, Moorgate at 
buildings, to be official liquidator 

Gaxat Western Inon Company, Limitep.—V.C. Hall has, by an order 
dated Sept 11, appointed John Oldfield Chadwick, Moorgate st, to bs 
official liquidator. Creditors are required, on or before Oct 18, to 
tend their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
orclaims to the above. Oct 28 at 12 isappointed for hearing and 
adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

[ Gazette, Sept. 23.] 


Frienpty Socretres Dissoiven. 
Tatenp-In-Neep LopGr or Groemont OppFELLows, Manchester Unity, 
Grosmont, Monmouth. Sept 16 
Rerves Farrnpiy Society, Castle Inn, Tipton, Stafford, Sept 16 
[ Gazette, Sept. 19.] 





a 





Obituary. 


MR. SAMUEL HENRY BINDON. 


Mr Samuel Henry Bindon, barrister, a judge of county 
coorts at Sale, Victoria, died on the 1st ult. Mr. Bindon 
was born in 1812, and was educated at Trinity College, 
Dublin, where he took the usual degrees, and was called to 
the bar in Ireland in 1888. After several years’ practice at 
Dublin he emigrated to Australia, and was called to the bar 
it Melbourne in May, 1855. In 1864 he was elected a 
member of tho Legislative Assembly of Victoria, and was 

ster of Justice for the colony (under the McCulloch 
Administration), from 1866 till 1869, when he was appointed 
* judge of county courts. Mr. Bindon took a leading part 
in all and educational matters in the colony, and will 

Temembered for having promoted the establishment of 

ical classes at the Public Library at Melbourne. 


MR. ISAAC SPOONER. 


Mr, Teanc Spooner, barrister, late stipendiary magistrate 
hw clvertampton, died at Tixall Cottage, Stufford. on the 
aed ea ‘ pooner was the eldest son of the late Mr. 
in 181 er, of Witton, Warwickshire, end he was born 
2 OE ee 
e, where usua and he 

mu wo the bes at Linooln’s-inn in Michaelmas Term, 





1837. He practised for many years in the Court of Chan- 
cery, and had also a considerable criminal business on the 
Midland Circuit, and at the Warwickshire and Birmingham 
Sessions. In 1863 Mr. Spooner was appointed stipendiary 
police magistrate for Wolverhampton, and held that post for 
sixteen years. He had the reputation of being a sound 
criminal lawyer, and discharged his magisterial duties with 
very great success. A few months ago he was compelled by 
the state of his health to retire from the Meas Mr. 
Spooner was alsoa magistrate for Staffordshire. He was 
married to the daughter of Mr. John Chatfield Tyler, ant 
leaves one son. 


MR. CLEMENT TUDWAY SWANSTON. Q.C. 


Mr. Clement Tudway Swanston, Q.C., died at Paris on 
Sunday last. Mr. Swanston was the only son of the 
late Mr. Clement Tudway Swanston, Q.C., the well- 
known eguity reporter, and he was born in 1831. He 
was educated at Trinity College, Cambridge, and was 
called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Hilary Term, 1856. 
He practised in the Court of Chancery, and his father’s 
reputation ‘brought him an ‘early introduction to a good 
junior business. In 1868 (though of only twelve years’ 
standing) he received a silk gown. He first selected the 
Rolls Court, but more recently he had practised in the 
court of Vice-Chancellor Bacon. Mr. Swanston was a 
bencher of Lincoln’s-inn. At the general election of 1874 he 
ansuccessfully contested the Southern Division of Hampshire 
in the Liberal interest. He was married to the eldest 
daughter of the late Lord Romilly. 


MR. HENRY WILKINSON TOLLER. 


Mr. Henry Wilkinson Toller, solicitor, umder-sheriff of 
Somersetshire, died at his residence at South Petherton on 
the 13th inst. Mr. Toller was admitted a solicitor in 1873. 
He commenced to practise at South Petherton about three 
ro ago, and soon afterwards succeeded to the business of 

is relative, Mr. John Toller Nicholetts. He was appointed 
under-sheriff of Somersetshire for the year 1878-9, and was 
serving the same office for the current year. Mr. Toller was 
well known in the district as a zealous volunteer. He was 
lieutenant of the South Pemberton Rifle Corps, and was one 
of the crack shots of the county. He had obtained many 
prizes at Wimbledon and elsewhere, and at the National 
Association meeting of the present year he took part, as one 
of the English eight, in the international competition for the 
Elcho Shield. While in camp at Wimbledon he caught a 
severe cold, which led to further illness, from the effects of 
which he never rallied. Mr. Toller was popular with all 
classes, and his premature death has caused general regret 
in the neighbourhood. 





Sucteties. 


BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


At a meeting of this society, held on Tuesday evening 
September 23, Mr. J. Hai ve, B.A., in the chair, a debat 
took place on the following moot point:—‘* A. embeszles 
money of B., his employer. Both A. and B. become bank- 
rupt. Can the trustee in B.’s bankruptcy, before prosecuting 
A., prove in A.’s bankruptey for the sum embezzled ? "—Ex 
parte Ball, In re Shepherd (27 W. R. 568, L. R. 10 Ch. D. 
667, 48 L. J. N. S. Bkoy. 57). The speakers in the affirma- 
tive were Messrs. Taylor, Clements, Barrows, Edwards, 
Rogers, and Samuel; in the negative, Messrs. Kemp, 
O'Connor, Davis, and Ludlow. After a summing up by the 
chairman, the question was put and decided in the affirma- 
tive. A vote of thanks to the chairman concladed the 
meeting. 





Creditors’ Claims. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTA TES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 

Surra, Witttam Dovetas, Paal’s rd, a, l, Feanay 
Smith, V. r teey lane 


C, Bacon. Wynne and Co, Laurence Sept 16.) 
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Fower, Roszaxn pre Camp, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Nov 14. Hind- 
marsh ¥ Matthews, M.R, Matthews, Bucklersbury 
‘ ~ [Gazette, Sept 23.) 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 25. 


LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
Actanp, Wiittam, Lansdowae-crescent, Notting-hill, Esq. Oct 15. 
Hacon and Turner, Fenchurch st 
Bass, Isaac Gray, Sheffield, Ironmonger. Oct 6. Hill and Co, Brigh 
t 


on 
Brack, Rosert Jonn, Green Lanes, Stoke Newington, M.D. Nov 10. 
De Jersey and Co, Gresham st 
CanEs, Maria, Upper Berkeley st, Portman sq, Baker. Nov 12. 
Angell and Co, Gresham st 
om Josep, Derby, Builder. Oct 10. Taylor, Burton-upon- 
rent 
Corson, Mary Ann, Penzance. Nov8. Trythall, Penzance 
a Epwarp, Wortley, Leeds, Flour Dealer. Nov }. 
& 
Fext, Wiiuiam, Lichfield, Registrar of the District Court of Probate. 
Dec 1. Greene, Lichfield 
Fiercuer, Tomas, Bishop Auckland, Yeoman, 
Ward, Bishop Auckland 
Hieron, Many, Skeldergate, York, Novl. Munby and Scott, York 
Huvpmarcs, ExtzaniTta Marcarer, Bishopwearmouth, Durham. 
Nov 30. Moor: and Co, Sunderland 
Hornsyr, Sanau, Cattal, York. Dec 1. Kirby and Son, Knares- 


ugh 

Hoznsr, Wriiiam, Cattal, York, Farmer. Dec 1. Kirby and Son 
Knaresborough 

Lawnie, Jane, Much Woolton, nr Liverpool. Oct1l. Thorneley and 
Dismore, Liverpoo! 

Locrwoop, Josreps, Manchester, formerly a Saddler. Oct 27, Simpson, 
Manchester 

Macrazen, James, Bedale, York, Esq. Nov1. Lewin and Co, South- 
ampton st, Strand 

Mapzn, Henzy, Wa'erfoot, Lancaster, Tea and Coffee Dealer. Oct 11. 
Hargreaves end Knowles, Newchurch, R da! 

Moscror, Samvet, Bedford, Agent. Octll. Marsh and Son, Leigh 

Newson, Jous Maxx, South Lambeth rd,Geat. Oct 31. Sneli and 
Greenip. George st, Mansion House 

Parse, Jouws, Gravesend, Grocer. Nov 12. Scott, College-hill, 
Cannon st 

Foes, EvizaBets, Clifton Park, Bristol. Nov5. Fussell and Co, 

istol 


Sraacc, Tuomas, Cha:well, Salop, Labourer. Oct 13. Morris, Shrews- 
t 


ury 
Travis, WiLLiam, Manchester,Gent. Nov 15. Simpson, Manchester 
Tcaner, Faeperick Peitrex, New Windsor, Berks,Grocer. Oct 15. 


Long and Co, Windsor 
—- WiiamM, Cheshunt, Herts, Gent. Octi4. Carter and Bell, 
eap 
(Gazette, Sept. 16.} 


Beirtex, Taomat, Birkdale, Southport, Chemist. Oct4. Edwardson, 
North Jonn st, L: verpool 

Cocas, Joum, Portishesd, Somerset, Gent. Oct 30. Perham, Bristol 

Goovwix, Wiit1am, Devonshire rd, Socth Lambeth, Gent. Dec 1. 
Fraser, Fornival’s-inn 

Jackson, Exizapetn, Lencaster. Nov 1. Thompson, Lancaster 

— Cuazies, Stoke-upon-Trent, Yeoman. Nov 1. Smith, Tun- 
stal 

Muster, Ricmazp, Cambridge, Wine Merchant. Oct 1, Wayman, 
Cambridge 

Nrixos, Samvet, Stanley-villas, Clapham, Gent. Novi. Kempster, 
Lower Kennmgton-iene, Lambeth 

Parzt, Jon», Liverpool, Master Mariner. Oct 17. Mason and Grierson, 
Liverpool 

Paseoss, Bexsamix, North Weston, Oxford, Gent. Decl. Hedges 
and Co, Waliing‘ord 

Prantox, WiLliamM, sen., Kippax, York, Vessel Owner. Nov 25. 
Bradiey, Castleford 

Rapeuirrs, Wi:t1am, Ashton-under-Lyne. Nov 1. 
Rowntree, Oidh«m 

Rozies, CasieToruer Terry, Houndsditch, Hat and Cap Manufac- 
torer. Dec!. Fraser, Furnival’s-inn 

EBezissom, Jons, Liverpool, Grocer, Nov 1. 


Harland, 


Nov 3. Bowser and 





Harwar and 


Dixon and Syers, Liver- 


poo 

Roeser, Rozezt Witttam, Weymouth, Umbrella Maker. Oct 25. 
Crocker, S:. Th mas «t, Weymouth 

Sr. Vincewt, Viscourt, the Right Hon. Carweorr Ropeat Joan, God- 
mershan Park, Kent. Oct Zi. Hare end Fell, Surrey st, S:rend 

Savery, Josvra, Taunton, Retired Ironfounder. Oct 30. Trenchard 
and Co, Taunton 

Surrrazy, Heuer, Deptford, Kent, Market Gardener. Oct 31. Mar- 
ebant and Purvs, George-yars, Lombard at 

Sreeer, Witisam Joszrn, Union st, Mile End, Cooper. Oct 6. Anning, 


Tat108, mmcooen, Tenge Normanton, Derby. Oct 1. Gratton and 
Sh id 

Tatton, Hawwan, Temple Normanton, Derby. Oct1l. Gratton and 
D, hertefrid 


Taomaon, Groxon, Cloudes'ey 14, Islington, Gent. Novi6, Thomson 
at4 Groom, Kaymond’s-bidzs, Gray’s-inn 


Vv 





Vincert, Wuttam Sraur, Bs, Pever’s Port, Guermey, Saddler. Oct 
2. Vincent, A’vany st 

Virrix, James Herr, Chepstow, th, Licensed Victualier. 
Bov ls. Woot, Bristol 

Watson, Cusuces, Cavendish terrace, Leeds. Oct 10. Ford and 
Warren, Leets 

W114, Jons, Clapham, York, Cattle Desler. Oct Zi. Bremner and 
Co, Liverpuo' 

(Gasetle, Sept 19.) 

Wordsworth and Co, 


Lock 


Anime, Puren, Chase Park, Kafidd. Nov i, 
Threads ¢ 
Aeumss, Thouss Lunar, 00, Deytiort, Kent, Gent. Mov 6, 


7%, 








————=3 
aa, Caantgs, Chippenham, Wilts, Esq. Oct 24. Stone and (, 


Bary, Witt1aM, Chiswell st, Finsbary sq. Auctioneer, 
Miiler and Co, Salter’s-ball ert, Cannon st Ka, 

























Botton, Joun, Wheldrake, York, Beerhouse Keeper. Oct 25, Smith, 
—— Masy Avy, Birmingham. Oct 20. Jacques, Birming. 
am 
Catpecort, Marcaretta, Bath. Oct 31. Dod and Longstaffe, Berney 
8 
Southam 
CazENovE, JoHN, New Wandsworth, Surrey, Esq. Nov. Robiagg 
Cooper, Tuomas, Chemist York. Oct 25. Smith, Petergate, York 
Cross, Mary Ann, Colchester. Oct 16. Barnes, Colchester 
and Faulkner, Ironmonger-lane 
Duncan, Watrer Jonny, Ryton-on-Tyne, Durham, Leather Belting 
— Cuar.es, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Gent. Nov 18. Whip 
yde 
Grece, Station rd, Red. 
Hottanp, Witt1am, Bedtord-row, Solicitor. Oct 31, Holland, Knight 
Hooxey, James, Southsea, Commander in the Royal Navy. Nov 1j, 
Marvin, Southsea 
Dec 31. Gray and Pannett, Whitby 
NeEwsovutpd, NatHan, Paiely Bridge, York, Esq. Oct 31, Davies ap 
O’Grapy, Tuomas Sranpisa Hyde, Chester, Physician, Oct %, 
Smith, Hyde lane, Hyde 
law, Rugby 
Popptrroor, Cuartes, Hemel Hempstead, Hertford, Gent. Novi, 
Raprorp, Georce Davip, Plymouth, Draper. 
Quality-crt, Chancery-lane 
Reep, Joun Jones, Weston-super-Mare, Ezq. Nov12. Bakers mi 
Co, Weston-super-Mare 


Petergate, York 

Oagvert, WittiaM, Southam, Warwick, Farmer. Nov 1, Welchmy 
and Wilkins, King’s Arms’-vard 

Dicky, Geonce, New Kent-road, Newington, Gent. Nov 10, Saxely 
Manufacturer. Oct 30. Ricnards»n, Newcastle-upon-Tyue 

Hawkes, Epwarp am, & College st, Camden Town, Hosier. Noy, 
Rider st, Doctors’-commons 

Leicuron, Frances CHapman, Hawsker-cum-Stainsacre, Yok, 
Co, Warrington 

Pratt, Josep Surron, Wolston, Warwick, Gent. Oct 30. Wraity 
Cheese, Amersham 

Oct 31. Radi, 
Rogess, WitiiaM, Greaseley, Nottingham, Farmer. Nov7. Barbe, 













Nottingham 

SeaBLe, WiLL1AM, Bristol, Gent. Nov 12. Bakers and Co, Weste 
super-Mare 

SPALDING, AGNES, Weston-super-Mare. Nov 12. Bakers and Co, We 
ton-super-Mare 

Srorr, THomas, Shaw, Lancaster, Innkeeper. Nov 1. Standringsi 
Taylor, Rochdale 

Travis, Eomunp, Balderstone, Lancaster, Gent. Novi. Roberts 
Rochdale . 

Turnezr, Henry, Newport, Salop, Relieving Officer. Oct 20, Heam, 
Newport 





WakerorD, Jcserx, Portsea, Southampton, Gent. Nov 1. Edgoomk 


and Co, Portsea 
Waite, Joun, East Faradon, Northampton, Farmer. Oct 24. Wilkia, 


Chipping Nerton 
ae ee Sheffield, Travelling Drap2r. Oct 23. Burdekinadl 
Co. 
Woumensuavsen, Gronce Micuast, Halfmoon st, Mayfair, Militey 
Tailor. Oct 31. Carr and Co, Basinghall st 
[ Gazette, Sept. 2] 
















Heqal Pews. 


The Times of India says that the “ Prophet’s Beard cats” 
was recently called on for final disposal before Mr, Juste 
Innes, Acting Chief Justice at Madras, The subject d 
dispute was a hair of the Prophet’s beard, which is 
in a case, and in connection with which the Governmat 
allow a monthly pension of Rs. 47-14-4, obtained from fab 
left by a late nabob for the purpose of carrying out ow 
monies in connection with the sacred relic. There Wa 
when the case was first instituted, six claimants, but tw 
withdrew from the suit. His lordship decided that the im, 
third, and fourth defendants were entitled to the sacred rele 
but as the first defendant was a woman she could not 
office in connection with it, and as No. 3 was the 
brother of No. 4, be directed that he should hold the 1% 
and perform all ceremonies in connection with it, 
three equal shares of whatever remained from the allows 
after their performance. 


Mr. Secretary Evarts, in replying to an address at Toro 
on the 11th inst., said, “I may fairly say I have hadge 
prosperity in the service of cases which have been 
to my management, They were all cases which aflarid 
examples of the power of the law. An impeachment in # 

rly history of politics of the executive head of « nation® 
40,600,000 could never have occurred without invé 
peace of the prepa & A trouble of difficulty and 
which marked the relations between Groat Britain 
United States at the close of tho Civil War would 
early days have been submitted as it was, 7 the ¢ 
of the British nation and the prudence and moder 
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the American people, to a tribunal for its disposal, by the 
two most powerful nations of the world. In the last instance, 
when the agitation of politics, heightened by reminiscences 
of the great civil strife, that distress in our country, had 
bronght us face to face with the question of how to settle the 
Presidential election, what greater triumph could there be for 
law, or what greater praise to the race to which we all belong 
gould be given than to find that the nation should submit to 
the decision of a tribunal of lawyers? Oar profession has 
been proverbially modest. How much the world has lost 
by their modesty no one can tell. Let us correct this 
fault impnted to us, and let the world kuow our merits and 
services.” 

The French Minister of Justice, M. Le Royer, says the 
Paris correspondent of the Pali Mail Gazette, has prepared a 
bill for the reform of the judicature which is one of the 
most sweeping measures which will ever have been laid 
before 2 French Legislature save in revolutionary times. 
It boldly grapples with the fact that France has too many 
j and it proposes to reduce the number of courts of 
appeal from twenty-seven to nineteen, and the tribunals of 
first instance from 369 to 150. To indemnify the “ huissiers” 
and “‘avyoués” whose offices in the abolished courts will 
become extinct a sum of thirty millions of francs will be 
required, and it was the difficulty of obtaining this sum 
which prevented M. Le Royer from introducing his Bill last 
session. It has now, however, been decided that the 
Government shall bear only one-third of the cost of com- 
pensating the vested interests, and that the remaining twenty 
nillions of francs shall be paid by the huissiers and avoués 
of the surviving courts, whose offices will gain considerably 
in value by the suppression of the others. The posts of 
huissier and avoné have no exact counterparts in English 
law courts. The huissier is at once a “ sheriff’s officer,” a 
clerk of the courts, and a clerk of arraigns; he prepares 
writs, serves them, administers the oath to witnesses, levies 
straints, and recovers the costs of law suits. The avoué is 
4 kind of solicitor ; but he differs from the “ notaire” in 
undertaking only litigious business. The notaire is a con- 
veyancer; he draws up title deeds, settlements, and com- 
mercial and marriage contracts, superintends the sale of 
property, and so on; but the avoué merely manages 
the business ef law suits, and his letters of appoint- 
ment licence him to practise in one particular court 
and in no other. The huissiers and avoués, like the 
notaires, buy their offices ; and severally form corporations 
ander the government of councils of discipline and syndics. 
Their privileges are rather anomalous in these times, for, 
the momber of buissiers and avoués being limited, the 
incomes earned by the members of the corporations are 
always large, and in some cases enormous. Government, 

ever, has never been able to throw open the professions 
Of huissier and avoné, because it would have required such 
4 very large sum to pay off the holders of the offices. Even 
how it is doubtful whether £1,200,000 will seem a sufficient 
compensation to the functionaries whose commissions will 
be cancelled ; and one may expect to hear a great deal of 
grumbling from the “ vested interests.” But still louder, 
probably, will be the complaints from the jadges in the 
tight courts of appeal and the 169 courts of first’ instance 
are to be abolished. French judges are by law ir- 
Temovable, so that M. Le Royer cannot exclude from the 
the ninety-six judges of appeal and the’ 507 lesser 
whom he will throw out of work. Unless he can 
luce the Legislature to pass a special Act for their re- 
moval, he will have to provide for them in some way, and 
it will be curious to see how he does so. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
, BIRTHS, 

Bpwanns.—Sept. 20, at Hendford, Yeovil, the wife of Albert 

Réwards, solicitor, of a son. 
Rivas — Sept 1’ t 4 t's-park-terrace, Gloucester- 

Bite, tho wife of W. C. B Elwoll, barrister-at-law, of a aon. 
Ruts.—Ang. 24, at Lianberis, Hamilton, Beruuda, the wife of 

the Honourable Josiah Rees, Chief Justice of Bermuda, of a 


Sumac 
Wiahladen, he wile of Tho 


Studley House, Spencer-bill, 
of Thomas Charles Summerhays, eoli- 
, of a daughter. 


der, prema 


Cc M S 16 3 

HERRY—ManrttIn.—Sept. 16, at Arthur 
Charles Cherry, barrister-at-law, to Lucy Annora, ee 
of the late Rev. George Martin, Canon Residential and Chan- 
cellor of the Diocese of Exeter. 

DEATHS. 

AmeEB.—Sept. 21, at 49, Loraine-road, N., William Amer, of 
Lincoln’s-inn-gate, Carey-street, law publisher, aged 69, 

Krop.—Sept. 17, at Heiden, Switzerland, Robert Kidd, of 
Tynemouth, solicitor, aged 54. 

TuRNER.—Sept. 18, Frederic Turner, of 45, Ladbroke-square, 
and 68, Aldermanbury, solicitor, aged 64. 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
Sept. 25, 1879, 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 


8 per Cent, Consols, 97§ Annuitias, April, 85, 9% 

Ditto for Aoccunt, Oct |, oe Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 

Do. 3 per Cent. Reduced, 9 Ex Bills, 21000, 24 per Ct.20 pm. 
New 3 per Cont., 97 Ditto, £500, Do, 20 pm. 

Do, 84 perCent., Jan, "94 Ditto, 2100 & £326¢, 20 pm. 

Do. 24 perCant., Jan. ’94 Bank of England Stock, 267 
Annuities, Jan. ’80 Ditte for Account. 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 


Ind. Stk., 5 per C., July, 80, 103 ; Enf.Pr.5$ perCent., May, 81 
Ditto for Account, — Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cent, 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. 788, 103 April, ’64 

Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.Do,5 per Cent., Aug. '73 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent. | Do. Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 
2nd Enf.Pr., 5 per C.,Jan.’72 | Ditto, ditto, under £1000 


RAILWAY STOCK. 





| Railways. 





Stock/|Bristol and Exeter 
Stock|Caledonian 
Stock'Glasgow and South-Western .......... 
Stock /Great Eastern Ordinary Stock .,, 
Stock /Great Northern . 
3tock| Do., A Stock* 
Stock /Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
Stock Great Western—Original ............» 
3 Lancashire and Yorkshire 
Stock |London, Brighton, and South C 
Stock | London, Chatham, and Dover 
Stock /London and North-Western 
Stock ‘London and South Western ........00....09 
~ae |Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln 

ck |Metronoli 











— 





Stock} Do., District 
Stock | Midland 
Stock ‘North British 
Stock North Eastern 
Mn |Nerth London 
‘North Staffordshire ... 
Stock South Devon 
tock South-Eastern 





= 


Si amy E27 7248 % 











od 








i) 

















® A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bantrepw. 
Farwar, Sept. 19, 1879. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Baines, Vincent Thomaa, Claverton st, Pimtico, Parliamentary Agent. 
Pet Sept 16. Brougham, Sept 30 at 12 
Kohler, George Charles Acgustus, Kastoheap, Commission Agent. Pet 
Sept 16. Brougham. Oct 16 at Il 
Taylor, Charles, and Henry Bartlett, Old Change, Carriers. Pet Sept 
16. Brougham, Oct 1 at 11,30 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Brookes, William, Llandudno, Carnarvon, Pet Sept 17. Jones. Bangor 
Oot 8 at 8 
Dean, George, Jun, Gosborton, Lincoln, Licensed Victualler, Pet Sept 
1%, Gaches. Peterborough, Oct 4 at 2 
Fox, William, Ilkley, York, Wine and Spirit Merchant. Pet Seps 16. 
Cautherley. 8, Oot 8 at il : 
King, Bareett, and Aaron King, Newport, Moamouth, Painters, Pet 
Bept 14. Justice. Newport, Oot Lat 12 
Wilkins, William, Derby, Milliner, Pet Sept 1 Weller, Derdy, 


Oct 3 ai 1.30 
Turspar, Sept, 23, 1879, 
Under the Bankraptey Act, 1869. 
Creditore muat forward their proofs of dedts to the Registrar, 
enry Carte Sather Myrecivander: and Wittian Tayeete 
Chesterton, H am 
Chesterton, Moulder, Pet Sept 18 Teavant, Hanley, Cot éa 
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Hilton, William, Whitefield, Lancaster, Wholesale Druggist. Pet 
Sept 18. Holden. Bolton, Oct 9 at 11 

Machin, Frank, Brindley Ford, Stafford, Innkeeper. Pet Sept 16. 
Jackson. Hanley, Oct 6 atl! 

Parker, William, Sheffield, Grocer. Pet Sept 18. Wake. Sheffield, 
Oct 8 at 2 

Rowe, Charles James, Morice Town, Butcher. Pet Sept 20. Edmonds 
East Stonehouse, Oct 9 at 12 . 

Stone, Allison Davie, Thetford, Norfolk, Solicitor. Pet Sept 19. Tay- 
lor. Norwich, Oct 8 at 12 ‘ 

Webb, John, New Brompton, Kent, Cornfactor. Pet Sept 15. Smith. 
Rochester, Oct 6 at 2 

be Robert, Abram, Joiner. Pet Sept 19. Hope. Wigan, Oct 6 at 

i 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Farpay, Sept. 19, 1879. 
Bird, Henry Thomas, and William Barnett, Old Kent rd, Building 
Material Dealers. Aug 5 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETING; OF CREDITORS. 
Frrpay, Sept. 19, 1879. 
An‘dj:h, Abraham Romaine, Globe rd, Mile End, Auctioneer. Sept 30 
at 4 at cffices of Wetherfield, Gresham buildings, Guildhall 
Ayers, William Robert, Worship st, Finsbury, Boot and Shoe Manu- 
facturer. Oct 13 at 10 at 8 Finsbury sq buildings, Finsbury sq. 
Dobson, Coborn rd, Bow é 
Baddeley, Charies Edward, Euston rd, Optician. Oct 4 at 10.30 at 
offices of Wright, Gt Portland st 
Baker, Jobn, C ide, P t, Stafford,Grocer. Sept 27 at1l at 
offices of Homfray and Holberton, High st, Brierley hill 
Beanland, James Edward, Lindley, near Huddersfield, Medical Assist- 
ant. Oct 1 at 3 at offices of Ainley and Hall, New st, Huddersfield 
Becker, Philip, Neath, Glamorgan, Office Keeper. Sept 30 at 11 at 
offices of Davies, Alma pl, Neath 
Best, Samuel, Manchester, Licensed Victualler. Oct 1 at 3 at offices of 
March and Butterworth, Bank st, Manchester 
Biddle, George, Cannock, Stafford, Painter. Oct 2 at 11 at Gt Western 
Hotel, Birmingham. Loxton, Walsall 
Biggs, Ra!ph, Bath rd, Stanwe'l, Farmer. Oct 7 at 2 at King’s Arms, 
igh st, Staines. Philp, Hayes 
Birkby, Wi'liem James, Middlesborough, Milk Dealer. Sept 26 at 1 at 
offices of Teale, Albert rd, Middlesborongh 
Bishop, John Ecenezer, Haddenham, Buckingham, Butcher. Oct 11 
at 12 at Anchor Hotel, Thame. Biggenden, Finsbury sq buildings, 
Finsbury sq 
Bowen, Thomas, Liverpcol, Builder. Oct 4 at 11 at offices of Carru- 
thers, Lord st. Liverpool 
Bradley, John, Kingston-upon-Hul!, Chemist. Oct 1 at 11 at offices of 
Hail, Bi-hop lane, Kings'on-upon-Hull 
Bradshaw, Isaac, Nuneaton, Warwick, Tailor. Oct 2 at 12 at offices of 
Bland, Bridge st, Nuneaton 
Brown, John James, and William Ha South Shore, Blackpool, 
Joiners. Oct 3 at 3 at offices of Blackhurst, Lytham st, Blackpool 
Carr, Joseph, Preston, Lancaster, General Dealer. Oct 7 at 11 at offices 
of Thompson, Lune st, Preston 
Carter, James, Regent st, Kennington rd, Oab Proprietor. Oct 6 at 3 
at 30 Camberwell green. Ody, Blackman st, Southwark 
Cater, Charles, Beeston, Nottingham, Tobacconist. Oct 6 at 12 at offices 
of Belk, Middle pavement, Nottingham 
Clark, Richard, York, Coal Dealer. Oct 8 at 12 at offices of Wilkinson, 
St Helen’s sq, York 
Clarke, George, {Lingdale, Yerk, Licensed Victualler. Oct 2 at 11 at 
1] at offices of Barron, High row, Darlington 
Clifford, John, Bloxwich, Stafford, Draper. Oct 2 at 12 at Dragon 
Hotel, High st, Walsall. Baker, Wa'sall 
Coat, Jacob, Chester rd, Highgate, Stone Mason. Oct 8 at 3 at offices 
of Richerdson, Broad st buildings 
Collins, Mark, Lower Marsh, Lambeth, Clothier. Sept 30 at 10 at offices 
of Goatiy, Westminster bridge rd 
Cook, Charles, Gasford st, Kentish Town rd, Gentleman. Sept 27 at 
3 at offices of Garrcd, Great James st, Bedford row 
Courtney, James, Leeds, Shirt Manufactarer. Oct | at 12 at offices of 
Bond ard Barwick, Albion pl, Leeds 
Cowell, Thomas, Guisborough, York, Grocer. Oct 1 at 1 at Central 
Sration Hotel, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Barron, Darlington 
Craske, James Gooderham, Brighton, Grocer. Oct 6 at 2 at 6, Arthur 
st East, London brioge. May and Co, Adelaide pl, London Bridze 
Creak, St Arnand, Leicester, Cabinet Maker. Oct7 at 3 at offices of 
Wright and Hincks, Beivoir st, Leicester 
Cull, William, and Willism Joseph Walker, Salford, Lancaster, S'one- 
masons. Oct 2 at 4 at offices of Addieshsw and Warburion, Nortolk 
st, Merchester 
Cumberbatch, John, Kidsgrove, Stafford, Soda Water Manufacturer, 
Sept 20 at 3 at offices of Sutton, Waterloo rd, Burslem 
Davies, William, Swanses, Grocer. Sept 30 at 11 at offices of Beer, 
Prospect pl, Swansea 
Davis, James Watt, Copthall Buildings, Throgmorton st, Stock and 
Share Broker. Oct 2 at 3 at offices ot Lamb, bedford row 
Davis, J » Moreton-in-tne-Marsh, Gioucester, out of business, 
Oct | at 11 at Fox Hotel, Chipping Norton. Kilby and Mace, Chip- 


ping Norton 

Dupree, Jobn Francis, yong mw Beng d rd, Karthenware Dealer, 
Sept £9 wt | st Kidler’s Hotel, Holborn hill, Hope, Chancery lane 

Eyles, Hamnel, Worcester, Peint and Colour Manufacturer, Oct | at 
3 at offices of Thompson and Taylor, Pierpoint st, Worcester 

Felton, George, Birmingham, Grocer. Oct 1 at 12 at offices of Assin- 
der, U Birminghem 





Coal Merchant, Oct 1 at 3 


at ofices of Albert gate 
Forward, John, New Swindon, Wilts, out of basiness. Sept 27 at 4 at 
ot Jacko, Albion New Swindon 


Frascis, Joon W. , Kersiey rd, Stoke Newington, Commercial 


Traveler. Bept 20 at 3 at offices of Cooper, Chancery lane 





Garratt, Josiah, Change alley, Cornhill, Tailor. Oct 2 at 2.30 at offices 

of Thomson and Co, Cornhill 

Gibbons, George, Adwyrclawdd, Denbigh, Surgeon’s Assistant, Sept 
30 at 12 at offices of Humphreys, Temple row, Wrexham 

Gibbs, Thomas, Old Swirdon, Wilts, Builder. Sept 29 at 12 at offices 

of Wilton and Sons, Westgate buildings, Bath 

Good, William Hurst, Kingston-upon-Hull, Stationer, Oct 1 at 9} 

offices of Ruberts ard Leak, Bowlalley lane, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Golding, James, Upper Grange rd, Bermondsey, Poultry Dealer, Sept 
24 at 2 at Guildhall Tavern, Baldwin, Southampton buildings 

Goldsmith, Burton Relf, Mark lane, Tea Merchant. Oct 9 at 2 at offices 

of Beck, East India avenue, Leadenhall st 

Gowring, Eliza Ann, Northallerton, York, Milliner. Oct 1 at 3 at offices 

of Collinge, Imperial buildings, Bond st, Leeds 

Grindrod, Joseph, Setton Park, nr Liverpool, Contractor. Oct 6 at$ at 

offices of Barrell and Co, Lord st, Liverpool 

Harper, Alexander, Burton-on-Trent, Jeweller. Oct 3 at 8 at offices of 

Bright, High st, Burton-on-Trent 

Harris, Charles Oid, Newport, Isle of Wight, Butcher. Sept 30 at 3 at 

Warburton’s Hotel, Quay st, Newport. Hooper, Castlehold, Newport 

Barvey, Mary Leith, Wickham park, Brockley, Schoolmistress. (ct 9 

at 1 at offices of Orchard, John st, Bedford row 

Hesleden, Thomas, Blackpool, Lancaster, Licensed Victualler, Oct¢ 

at 11 at offices of Morgan, Church st, Blackpool 

Hewitt, James, Eaton Ford, Bedford, Baker. Oct 6 at 11 at officesa 

Day and Wade-Gery, St Neots 

Hill, Charles, Bristol, out of business. Sept 29 at 12 at offices of Ben- 

Carpenter, Bank chambers, Corn st, Bristol. Dickinay, 


Hitchen, Joseph, Blackley, nr Manchester, Farm Bailiff. Ozt 6 ati 
at Albert chambers, Church Side, Crewe. Pointon, Crewe 

Holliday, Amos, Workington, Cumberland, Woollen Draper. Oct6 at 
11 at offices of Milburn, Ncok st, Workington 

Holmes, James, Brighouse, York, Boot and Shoe Maker. Oct 6 at 

at offiees of Barber, Church st, Brighouse 

Huxham, Elizabeth, Magdalen'st, Exeter. Sept 30 at 11 at offices ¢ 

Southcott, Post Office st, Exeter 

Johnson, James Thomas, Rowley Regis, Stafford, Timber Merchant, 

—_ 27 at 12 at offices of Griffin and Griffin, Temple row Wet, 
irming! 

Jones, Frederick, Manchester, Hosier. Oct 2 at 3 at offices of Jones, 

Mosley st, Manchester, Minor, Manchester 

Jones, Sarah, Minrern st, Hoxton, Snape Manufacturer. Sept 23 at$ 

at offices of Baldwin, Southampton buildings, Chancery lane 

Jones, Thomas, Cross Keys, Henllan, Denbigh, Innkeeper. Sept 30 at 
11 at offices of Davies, Glanmorfa 

Judd, Welby King, High st, Portland Town, Silk Mercer. Sept 26at 
2 at the Inns of Court Hotel, High Holborn. Johnson, Seymour 
place, Marylebone 

Law, Robert George, Lewisham, Kent, Insurance Agent. Oct 3at} 

at 140, High st, Deptford. Marchant and Parvis, George yard, Len- 


bard st 

Leedham, William, Nottingham, Boot Manufacturer. Oct 6 at 3a 
offices of Whittingham, Middie p » Nottingham 

Lioyd, Joseph Arthur, Leyton, Essex, Corn Merchant, Sept 30 at2” 
at the Woodhouse Tavern, Harrow rd, Leyionstone. Gregory, Moo 
gate st 

Lovell, Thomas Henry, Chatteris, Cambridge, Boot Maker. Oct 2atl 
at offices of Ruston, Chatteris 

Merry, Tnomas, Derby, Commercial Traveller. Oct 10 at 3 at officesd 
Leech, St James’s chamber-, Derby, 

Middleton, John, Knowle, Warwick out of busi ness. Oot 3 at 12 at the 
Bowling Green Hotel, Bowling Green st,Wa rwick. Hesp, Warwick 

Moel'er, Paul, Fenchurch st, Commi-sion Age nt. Oct 7 at 11 at office 
of Thompson, Tanfield ct, Inner Temple 

Moore, Job, Derby, out of business. Oct 9 at 2 at the Com mercial Sale 
Room, Wardwick, Derby. Briggs, Derby 

Morton, Robert, Burton-on-Trent, Engineer. Oct1 at 2 at the Grant 
Hotel, Colmore row, Birmincham. Drewry, Burton-on-Trent 

Norton, Ann, Park view, Birmingham. Oct 1 at 3 at offices of Burtos, 
Union passage, Birmingham 

Page, Edward George, Northchurch, Hertford, Tobacconist. Oct3# 
12 at offices of Lovell and Co, Gray’s inn sq. Bullock, Great Berk 


hamstead 

Parsons, Willism, Norwich, Fishmonger. Oct 4 at 12 at offices 
Emerson, Rampant Horse st, Norwich 

Pears, George, and George William Pears, Shaw, Lancaster, Plumbers 
Oct 1 at 3 at offices of Clegg, Clegg st, Oldham 

Penton, Charles, Hoxton sr, Hoxton, Baker. Sept 29 at 2 at offices of 
Marchant and Co, Ludgate bill. Staniland, Ludgate hill 

Perkins, Robert Andre, Birmingham, Jeweller. Oct 3 at 3 at officesd 
Fowke, Ann st, Birmingham 

Phillips, Henry Frederick, and Robert Fletcher, Oxford st, Auctions. 
Oct 2 at 12 at offices of Rice, Westbourne terrace, Hyde 

Pinniger, William Francis, Ooleshill, Berks, Farmer. Oct 6 at 3 # 
Barker’s Hotel, Swindon, Pinniger and Co, Chippenham 

Pratt, James Lawrence, ar gee dng nr Ashton-under-Lyne, Build. 
Oct 3 at 3.30 at Pitt ond Nelson Hotel, Old et, Ashton-under-lym 
Toy and Broadbent, Ashton-under-Lyne 

Pritchard, James, Shepton Mallet, Licensed Victualler. Oct 11 st 3% 
at Red Lion Inn, Shepton Mallet, Nalder, Shepton Mallet 





Pogh, Hugh, Dolgelley, Merioneth, Coachbuilder, Ont 3 at 1# 
yenstay Aras Hotel, Ruabon, Jones and Hughes, Dolgelley 
Reynolds, Bessie Anne, Exeter, Cabinet Maker. pt 29 at 28 

Guiidball Tavern 
Richmond, William, Stokesley, York, Ironmonger. Sept 26 a 2 # 
offices of Teale, Albert rd, Middlesborough Oct 3 ob it 


Riley, Wiliam, Wrexham, Denbigh, Fishmonger. 
Feathers Hotel, Clayton oq, Liverpoo}. Sherratt, Wrexham 

Shaw, William Henry, New Brighton, Oheshire, Metal Merebas 
Oot 3 at 8 oe offices of Bheen and Broadhurst, North John ot, Lam 
pool, Har verpoo: 

Shearer, James, Gutier lane, Warehouseman, Sept 30 at 12 at oe 
of Plunkett and Leader, St Paul’s churchyard 

Simmons, ‘d, Olipstone st, Fitaroy aq, Furniture Dealer. S 
99 at 3'at ofhees 0! rnett, Palmerston bidgs, Old B o 

Binfield, John, Leicester, Joiner. Oct 6 at 3 at offices of Wright 
Hinexs, Belvar ot, Leloester 
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be, Edward Richard, St John st, West Smithfield, ou: of business. 
Oct 9 at 2 at Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Barber, Uld Jewry 
, John, Buxton rd, Florist. Oct 10 at 12 at offices of Kisch and 
(o, Chancer lane 
smith, John, ateshead, Durham, Furniture Broker. Oct 1 at 12 at 
of Robson, Town hal!, Gateshead-.n-Tyne 
John Robert, Blackpool, Lancaster, Lecturer. Oct 3 at 11 at 
offices of Morgan, Charch st, Blackpool 
qebvitt, Walter James, Harrogate, York, Innkeeper. Sept 29 at il at 
of Cater, Piece Hall yard, Bradford 
Wady, William. Halford Bridge, Warwick, Farmer. Oct 1 at 3 at 
White Lion Hotel, High st, Banbury. Pain and Hatwin, Banbury 
Walker, Thomas, “Wetley Rocks, Stafford, Licensed Viczualler. Oct 3 
at 3.30 at offices of Clarke and Hawley, Stafford st, Longton 
Ward, William, Accrington, Tailor. Oct 7 at 3 at George Hotel, 
Hnddersfield. Ballard, Accrington 
Ward, William Holmes, Highlands, Northill, Bedford, Farmer. Oct 8 
at 12 at Swan Ho'el, Biggleswade. Mitchell and Webb, Bedford 
‘Weekes, Thomas Sladen, Strangeways, Manchester, Cook. Oct 7 at 3 
at offices of Farrar and Hall, Fountain st, Manchester 
Westerby, Thomas William, Huddersfield, Engineer, Oct 1 at 3 at 
offices of Welsh, Queen st, Huddersfield 
Wetherell, John, Haywood, Salop, Farmer. Sept 27 at 11 at offices of 
Backhouse, Whitourn st, Bridgnorth 
Williams, William, Barnsley, Lancaster, Boot and Shoe Maker. Oct 3 
at 3 at Commercial Inn, Uld st, Ashton-under-Lyne. Hanchett and 
Watson, Oldham 
Wilson, William, Altofts, York, Grocer. Oct 2 at 10.30 at Royal 
Hotel, Wood st, Wakefield. Lodge, Wakefield 
Wioder, Ambrose, Blackpool, Lancaster, Builder. Oct 2 at 3 at Beach 
Hotel, Blackpool. Storey, Blackpool 
Wright, Benjamin John, and James Clements, Hampton st, Walworth 
1d, Corn Dealers. Oct 7 at 2 at offices of Lindo and Co, King’s Arms 
yard, Moorgate st 
Wright, John Thomas, and Thomas Whitfield, Crook, Durham, Grocers. 
Oct 2 at 11 at 32, Grainger st West, Newcastic-upon-Tyne. Haydon, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne 


TuEspay, Sept. 23, 1879. 


Mary, Fenton, Stafford, Grocer. Oct 7 at 3 at offices of Bishop, 

Bank chamvers, Hanley 

Allaway, George, Marlowes, Hertford, Builder. Oct 10 atl at the Law 
Institution, Chancery lane. Mander 

Ashworth, Henry, Longton, Stafford, Grocer. Oct 1 at 11 at the Swan 
Hotel, Church st, Longton 

Astles, John Westwood, Bradford, York, Schoolmaster. Oct 3 at 11 at 
offices of Ray, Aldermanbutry, Bradford 

Ayliffe, John Thomas Banley, Stowupland, Suffolk, Miller. Oct 18 at 
11 at offices of Fox, Ipswich st, Stowm:rket. Gudgeon 

Baldwin, James, Keighley, York, Mill *urnisher. Oct 9 at 11 at offices 
of Wood and Co, Commercia! bank buildings, York 

Ball, George, Goole, York, Potato Merchant. Oct 7 at2 at offices of 
Pease, Banks terrace, Goole. Hind, Goole 

Barraclough, Samuel, Bradtord, York, Builier. Oct 2 at 3 at the George 
Hotel, Market st, Bradford, in lieu of tie place original!y named 

Barradale, Thomas, Leicester, Hosiery Manufacturer. Oct 10 at 3 at 
offices of Stone and Co, Welford place, Leicester 

of", ae Preston, Joiner. Oct 6 at 11 at offices of Cooper, Fox 
st, Preston 

Bird, John, Onehouse, Suffolk, Basket Maker. Oct 14 at 12 at the 
Fox Hotel, Stowmarket. Gudgeon 

Birks, Charles, Watling st, General Shipping Merchant. Oct 16 at 3 at 
the Guildhall Coffee house, Gresham st. Sole and Co, Aldermanbury 

~ Hythe, Kent, Dealer. Oct 6 at 3 at offices of Smith, 


Bott, Edward, Telegraph st, Stock Broker, Oct i7 at 3 at offices of 
Smart and Co, Cannon st. Gregson, Angel court, Throgmorton st 
Bowden, John, Upper Thames st, Corn Merchant. Oct 6 at 3 at offices 
of Wood and Co, Cheapside, Sole and Oo, Aldermanbury 
Bowen, John Holliday, Kingston-upou-Hull. Fruit Dealer. Oct 2 at 
Af, offices of Walker and Spink, Parliament st, Kingston-upon- 
u 


aie, Herbert, Wood st, Corset Manufacturer. Oct Gat tl atthe 

Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Carter, Old Jewry chambers 

Brice, Francis Henry, Monckton Hill, Wilts, Watchmaker. Oct 6 at 2 
| hepa of Plummer and Parry, Bristol chambers, Nicholas st, 


to! 
Britton, Joseph Abraham, Houndsditch, Fancy Warehouseman, Oct 
$ at 12 at offices of Noon and Clarke, Blomfie.d st 
mhead, Joseph, Normanton, York, Grocer. Oct 3 at 3 at offices of 
Horner, Wood st, Wakefi. ld 
Brown, Joseph, Amberley, Limo Merchant. Oct9at 3 at 7, Union 
st, Shio st, Brighton. Woods and Dempster, Briguton 
Burdin, Isaac, and William Byford, Knottingley, York, Glass Bottle 
Manufacturers, Oct 7 at 3 at the Commercial Hotel, Albion st, 
ds, Foster and Raper, Ropergate, Pontefrret 
yne, Susannah, Leowins’er, Hereford, Grocer. 
o of Moore, Corn 8q, Leominster 
Burrows, Oliver, Harman st, Hoxton, Boot Manufacturer. Oct7 at 3 
at offices of Gray, Finsbury pl, Finsbury 
Burton, Charles, Selb » York, Farmer, Oct 2 at 11 at Londesborough 
Hotel, Selby, Wright, Selby 
Calder, Alfred, Claines, Worcester, Farmer, Oct 3 at 2 at offices of 
ole and Reauchamp, Sansome pl, Worcester 
non, David McMurdo, Liverpool, Tea Merchant. Oct 7 at 2 at 
offices of Rae and Thowpson, Sweeting st, Liverpool 
Carter, John Frederick, Viceroy rd, South Lambeth, Tavern Keeper. 
Oct 16 at 2 at offices of Nash and Field, Queen st, Queen Victoria st 
James, Warnford court, Dealer in Stocks aud Shares, Oot 15 at 3 
Phd enc of Lawrence and Go, Old Jewry chambers 
lesworth, Henry, Stafford, Baker, Oct 7 at 3 at offices of Morgan, 
Martin st, Stafford 
Olay, Jose Le Frankton, Balop, Carter. Oot 9 atl at offices of 
oa and Barrows, K!lesmere 
ny Francis Broom, Halberton, Devon, Farmer. Oot 6 at 3 at offices 
Cooper, Samuel, Long Eat. Dork Boi ft 
: p ton, wilder, Oct 13 at 3 at offices of 
Leech, St James's st, Derby 


Oct 3 at 4 at 





Cooley, Alfred, and Francis Nicholas Kendall, Folkestone, Spirit 
Merchant. Oct 13 at 3 at Fleur-de-Lis Hotel, Canterbury. Mowill, 


ver 

Cotterill, William, Wolverhampton, Grocer. Oct 7 at 2 at offices of 
Chidley, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Cowell, Thomas, Guisborough, York, Grocer, Oct 1 atthe Traders’ 
Arsociation, High st, Stockton-on-Tees, in lieu of the place 
originally named 

Davey, Robert, Devizes, Wilte, Furniture Dealer. Oct 6 at 11 at 
offices of Butcher, St John st, Devizes 

Day, William, Bristol, Fishmonger. Oct 6 at 2 at offices of Tricks 
and Co, City chambers, Nicholas st, Bristol. Clifton and Carter, 
Bristol 

Deakin, George, Blaenavon, Mon, Chemist. Oct 9 at 1 at offices of 
Plummer and Parry, Bristol chambers, Nichoias st, Bristol 

Dimmock, William, Lrton, Bedford, Straw Hat Manufacturer. Oct 3 
at 1! at 12, King st, Luton. Shepherd and Ewen, Luton 

Fearnley, John, Cleckheaton, York, Leather Dealer. Oct 3 at 11 at 
offices of Curry, Cleckheaton 

Field, Frederick William, Fore st, Cripplegate, Straw Plait Manufac- 
turer. Oct 15 at 2.30 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Chame 
berlain, Basinghall st 

Fruin, George William, Toot Baldon, Oxford, Farmer. Oct 8 at 11 at 
offices of Mallam, High st, Ox‘ord 

Gardiner, Charles, Burslem, Stafford, Boot and Shoe Mavufacturer, 
Oct 3 at 11 at the Glebe Hotel, Stoke-upon-Trent. Julian, 
Burslem 

Gibbs, Thomas, Swindon, Wilts, Builder. Sept 29 at Barker’s Railway 
Hotel, New Swindon, in lieu of the place originally named 

Goode, Juhn, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer. Oct 4 at 11 at offices of 
Wright, Gallowtree gate, Leicester 

Goodwin, Edward, Hastings, Dyer. Sept 27 at 11 at offices of Mann, 
Robertson st, Hastings 

Gray. Oliver, Bures St Mary, Suffolk, Innkeeper. Oct 3 at 1 atthe 
Qu-en’s Head Inn, Bures 8t Mary. Mumford. Sudbury 

Greenhouse, Joseph Edmund, Birmingham, Hock and Eye Manu- 
—— Oct 6 at 3 at offices of Jacques, Temple row, Birming= 

am 

Grierson, William, Bury, Lancaster, Printer, Oct 3 at 3 at offices of 
Haslam, Market st, Burv 

Grimshaw, Thomas, and William Holt, Barrowford, Lancaster, Cotton 
Manufictorers. Oct 8 at 2 at the Thorn Hotel, Burnley. Robinson 
and Robinson, Skipton 

Hannan, William, Ashton-under-Lyne, Tailor. Oct 9 at 3 at offices of 
Evans, Booth st, Ashton-under- Lyne 

Harrison, Henry, Skegness, Lincoln, Plumber. Oct 1 at 2 at Hildred’s 
New Hotel, Skegness. Brogden, Linc>in 

Hayter, Edwin Richard William, Maidenhead, Berks, Boat Owner. 
Oct 7 at 12 at the Ark, New rd, Ray st, Maidenhead 

Healey, William Fearnall, Chester, Printer. Oct 6 at 11 at offices of 
Boyvell and C», Pepper st, Chest r 

Herbert, Richard, Lottus-in-Cleveland, York, Builder. Oct 6 at 12 at 
offices of Jackson and Jackson, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

Heron, Christopher, Morpeth, Northumberland, Draper. Oct 9 at 2 at 
offices of Bird, Grey st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Heys, Ralph, and Robert Fairbrother, Bury, Lancashire, Felt Hat 
Minufacturers. Oct 10 at 3 at-otfices of Anderton and Donreily, 
Garden st, Bury 

Hicks, Joseph, jan, Highbury park, Boot Maker. Oct 6 at 11 at offices 
of Chiid, South sq, Gray’s inn 

Hill, Wiliam, Gamlingay, Oambridge, Farmer. Oct 7 at 2 at the 
Greyhound Inn, Sandy. Day and Wade-Gery, St Neots 

Hi'l, William John, Middlesborough, Taiior. Oct 4 at 10 at offices of 
Ward, Albert rd, Middiesborough 

Hilton, Edward, Blackheath, Kent, Director of Joint Stock Com- 
panies. Oct 16 at 3 at offices of Cooper and Co, George st, Mansion 
house. Hollams and Co, Mincing lane 

Holden, Join, Manchester, Engineer. Oct 14 at3 at offices of Best, 
Ridgfield, Manchester 

Holmes, Joseph, and Job Holliday, Gildersome, York, Contractors, 
Oct 10 at 2 at the Scarborough Hotel, Market place, Dewsbury. 
Walker and Son, Dewsbury 

Horider, Thomas, Bristol, Fly Proprietor. Oct 3 at 11 at offices of 
Ward, Albion chambers, 8ri-tol 

Jarman, Kichard Henry, Great Grimsby, Boot Maker. Oct 6 at 3 at 
offices of Jordeson and Whiteing, County buildings, Kingston-upon- 
Hall 

Jones, Thomas, Tredegar, Monmouth, Butcher. 
of Browne, Lion st, Abergavenny 

Kaminski, Simon, Birmingham, Dealer in Jewellery. Oct 1 at 10.15 at 
offices of East, Temple st, Birwingham 

Kelsa'l, William Lee, Bolton, Lancashire, Tobacconist. Oct 6 at 1] at 
offices of Dution, Acresfield, Bolton 

Knaggs, Robert, Middlesborough, Yeast Merchant. O:t 2 at 2 at 
offices ot Teale, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

Linton, John, Parton, Cumberlad, Accountant, Oct 8 at Sat offices 
of McKeivie, Sandhills lane, Whitehaven 

Lioyd, James, Wernagivron, Radaor, Facmer. $7 at 12.30 at the 
Swan Inn, Knighton. Marston and Sons, Ludlow 

Macindve, William, Liverpool, Printer, Oct 8 at 2 at offices of Paynter, 
South Castle st, Liverpool 

Maraden, Charles Frederick, York rd, Leeds, out of business, Oot 3 at 
1 at offices of Read, Upper Fountaine st, Leeis 

Martin, Christopher, Liverpool, Uraper. Oct 9 at $ at offices of 
S'ephens and Danger, Orange court, Castle st, Liverpool 

McLoughlin, James, Bishop Auckland, Darham, Fruit Merchant. Oct 
6 at 10 at offices of Proud, Market place, Bishop Auckland 

Miller, William, Kingstoo-npon-Hall, Joiner. Oct 6 at 2 at offices of 
Watson and Son, Parliament st, Kings:on-upon-Hall 

Morley, John, B ton, Lancashire, Cabinet Maker. Oot § at 11 at the 
Swan Hotel, Bradshawgate, Bolton. Taylor, Bolton 

Moss, Edward, Old Broad st, Gant. Oct 16 at 3 at offices of Abrahams 
and Roffe, Old Jewry 

Moviey, Harriet Waite, Woodhouse, Leeda, Grocer, Oct 6 ar 3 at odices 
of Grainger, Bank at, Leeds 

Munckton, Henry Edwin, Bristol, Journeyman Harness Maker, Sept 
30 at 11 at offices of Morgan, Arch House chambers, Joa st, Bristol 


Oct 6 at 10 at offices 
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Nixon. Richard Thomas, Canterbury, Confectioner. Oct 2 at 3 at 
33, High st, Kingsland. Fenton 

Parfitt, James, Bristol, Drysalter. Oct 2 at 12 at offices of Tricks and 
Co, City chambers, Nicholas st. Olifton and Carter, Bristol 

Pea , George, Steckport, Cotton Doadler. Oct 10 at 3 at offices of 
McEwen, Lloyd st, Manchester ‘ 

Peel, William, Oldham, Grocer: Oct 13 at 3at Wheat Sheaf Hotel, 
Fennel st, Manchester. Whitaker, Oldham 

Potter, Thomas, Blackburn, Boiler Maker. Oct 3 at3 at Sf. Leger 
Hotel. King William st, Blackburn. Brothers, Blackburn 

Potter, William, Chadwell Heath, Essex, Farmer. Oct 3at 2 at offices 
of Pedley and Bartlett, Bush lane, Cannon st 

Pye, Robert, Norwich, Plumber. Sept 30-at 3 at offices of Stanley 
Bank plain, Norwich 

Quarterman, William, High st, Old Brentford, Boot Maker. Oct 4 at 
+4 at offices of Marchant and Co, Ludgate hill, Bussell, Chancery 

ne 

Recks, Samuel, Winehcombe, Gloucester, Innkeeper. Oct 4 at 10 at 
White Hart Inn, Wincheombe, Smith, Cheltenham 

Richarison, Robert, K:rbymoorside, York, Auctioneer. Oct 4 at 11 at 
Black Bu'l Hote}, Northallerton. Harrison, Kirbymourside 

Ringrose, Walter, Roman rd, Victoria park, Tailor. Sept 30at 12 at 
offices of Gregorv, Moorzate st 

Robine, Edwin, Newnham, Gloucester, Saddler. Oct 3 at 12 at New 
Inn Hotel, Northga'e st, Gloucester 

Robinson, John, Bristol, Sewing Machine Agent, Oct 6 at 11 at offices 
of Ward, Albion chambers, Bristol 

Robinson, Robert Fell, Great Grimsby, Timber Merchant. Oct 6 at3 
at offices of Stephenson and Mountain, Bethlehem st, Great Grimsby 

Shileock, John Arthur, Chequers yard, Aldgate, Bicycle School Pro- 
prietor. Oct 9 at 3 at offices of Bradley, Mark lane 

Shurmer, George Joseph, Newca-tie-under-Lyme, Tailor. Oct 2 at 3 
at offices of Bishop, Bank chambers, Hanlay 

Slocombe, William, Ilfracombe, Devon, Cabinet Maker. Oct 3 at 11.30 
at offices of Thorne, Casile st, Barnstaple 

Smith, John, Halton, near Leeds, Wheelwright. Oct 3 at 3 at offices 
ef Wood, Bank st, Lecds 

Smith, John, Stockton-on-Tees, Confectioner. Oct 2 at 11 at 145 
Cheapside, London. Best, Stockton-on-Tees 

Speight, William, Birkenhead, Chester, Boot and Shoe Dealer. Oct 10 
at 3 at Mitre Hotel, Cathedral gates, Manchester. Burton, Man- 
chester 

Spencer, Edward, Leicester, Carpenter. Oct 6 at 3 at offices of Loseby 
and Co, Market place, Leicester 

Stow, Alfred, Bow common lane, Clothier’s Assistant. Octl at 3 at 
offices of Shiers, Burleigh st, Strand 

Street, James, Camberley, Surrey, Plumber. Oct 7 at 11 at 18 The 
Forbury. Reading. -Creed 

Sulston, John Jordan, Piddington, Oxford, Coachbuilder. Oct 3 at 12 
at offices of Bickerton, St Michael’s chambers, Ship st, Oxford 

Taplin, William James, Leytonstone, Essex, a Deputy Superintenient 
of the Mercantile Marine Office. Oct 6 at 2 at offices of Montagu, 
Bucklerebury 

Taylor, Annie Eliza, Liverpool, Tobacconist. Oct 3 at 3 at offices of 
Horner, Stafford st, Liverpool 

Taylor, Daniel John, Ch»rlton-upon-Medlock, General Printer. Oct 6 
at 3 at offices of Eltoft. King st, Manchester 

Thompson, Alexander, jun, and John Wells, jun, Hulme, Manchester, 
— Makers. Oct 10 at 3 at offices of Leigh, Brown st, Man- 
chester 

Walker, Thomas, Nottingham, Builder. Oct 7 at 12 at offices of Brittle, 
8t Peter’s chambers, St Peter’s gate, Nottingham 

Watson, Charles Stuart, Birkenhead, Joiner, Oct 4at 11 at offices of 
Thompson, Hami!ton st, Birkenheid 

Wateon, David, Hirkenhead, General Dealer, Oct 6 at 3 at offices of 
Thompson, Hamilton st, birkenhead 

Weeks, Henry, Hastings, Tailor, Sept 37 at 11 at Guildhall Tavern, 
London, Langham, Hastings 

White, James, Manchester, Brush Maker. Oct 8 at 3 at offices of 
Simpson and Hockin, Mount st, Albert sq, Manchester 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it “the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Invalids and Children.” 

. Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of eocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break 

ast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTINA A La VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
= Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 
nibited. 

In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 38., &c., by Chemists and Grocers. 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZE% « CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 
MR. G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 

57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, BLOOMSBURY 


(Immediately opposite the British Museum; 
Will be glad to forward his new Pamphlet gratis. ana a which 
ARTIFICIAL 














xplains th 
TEETH (protciod’ by Wer Majors Real Latee Pa eo 
have obtained five Prize Medals, London 1862, Paris 
1867, Philadelphia 1876, Vienna 1973, and New York 
1853,—Consultation daily free. : 





HE FINAL and INTERMEDIATE EXAMT 

TIONS.—A Barrister, who has had mach successful exper 
preparing Candidates for the above, is forming Classes for the 5 
Michaelmas and Hilary Examinations, or will prepare © ‘ 
separately.— Apply, between eleven and three, to H., care of 
keeper, 69, Chancery-lane, or by letter. 


AW EXAMINATIONS. —A Tutor 
Students for Articled Clerks, Preliminary, Intermediates 
Fimal Examinations. Board and Residence if desired.—8., at hi 
Record Office, 3, Bolt-court, Fieet-street. 


Be 








AW EXAMINATIONS.—Mr. Axszer Sr, P 
(M.A. Oxon), Solicitor, prepares gentlemen for their Preli 

Intermediate, and Final Examinations, either privately, or in @ 

Resident pupils received.—Address, }1, Staple-inn, London, W.C,” 


(CHAMBERS to be LET, one or more 

for resid or busi , in ae Temn 
Moderate rent.—Apply to E., Mr. Albin, Wig Maker, B: 
Temple. 











iy 


(CHAMBERS TO LET in Lancaster House, § 

close to the Embankment, midway between the City and £ 
of Parliament. Handsome new building, thoroughly fitted. - 
moderate.—Apply to Messrs. Tavrcoop & Co.. Estate Agen 
Chancery- lane, or tothe Architect, Mr. Epwarp Exu1s, 9, 
Btreet, 


x 





NION BANK OF AUSTRALE 
Established 1837. 
Paideup capital ..rcccceseccceccseessees $1,487,500 
Reserve fund .ccccsesesccesscccecssccecs 0, 
LETTEKS of CREDIT and BILLS on DEMAND, or at Thirty D 
Sight, are granted on the Bank’s Branches throughont Australigg 
New Zealand. BILLS on the Colonies are negotiated and senti 
collection. DEPOSITS are received, for fixed periods, on terms 
may be ascertained on application. 4 
W. BR. MEWBURN, 


1, Bank-buildings, Lothbury, London, E.C. 


\y 





OUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE, 9 
No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 


H ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs 
direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the ad 

of his long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the sp : 

sertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their 

support.—N.B. One copy of advertisement only required, and the: 

care and promptitude assured. Officially stamped forms for 

ment and file of *‘ Loadon Gazstte” kept, By apvointment. 


EDE AND 30N 
ROBE BGR MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, ; 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial 
Corporation of London, &c. 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS, " 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITY ® CLERGY GOWNS, & 
ESTABLISHED 1689. B 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 
WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATION 
192, Fleet-street, and | & 2, Chancery-lane, London, E.C. 
Carriage paid to the Country on Orders exceeding 


Drart Parer, 5s., 68, 6d., 7s. 64., 78. 9d.,and 9s, 9d. per ream. 

Baur Parer, 15s. 6d., 178. 6d., and 23s. 6d. per ream. 

FoorscaP Paper, 10s, 6d., 14s. 6d., and 18s. 6d, per ream. 

Cream-Laip Nore, 3s., 4s., and 5s. per ream. 

Larner Cazam-aip Note, 48. 64., 68. 6d., and 88. per ream, 

Lanes Buivux Nore, 3s. 6d., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per ream. 

ENVELOPES, Cream OB Buve, 3s, 9d., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 6d, 1000, 

Tue ‘ Tempie’’ ENvevore, extra secure, 9s. 64. por 1000, 

Fooiscar OrrictaL Envevores, ls. 94. per 100. 

Partaipge & Coorer’s Vettum Wove Cxvus-Hovuss Nore, 98.64, — 
ream. Thisincomparable Paper has raised up a host of wor 
imitations. Purchasers are particularly requested to ob : 
gach sheet bears the fac-simile water-mark, “PARTRIDGE 
COOPER’S VELLUM-WOVE CLUB-HOUSE PAPER,” 
which none is genuine. : 

InDENTURE Skins, Printed and Machme-ruled, 2s. 54, cb, 
doz., 1368, per roll. 

Szconps on Foutowers, Ruled, 2s. 1d, each, 24s, perdozem, 


roll. 
Recorps om Memoziats, 8d. each, 7s. 6d. per dozen. 


Ledgers Day Books, Cash Books, Letier or Minute 
4n immense stoc in various bindings. ' 


LONDON Tr (publishe@ by authority) and LONDON 
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